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The working class can 
and must spread its struggles 



who control this system are simply sick or In¬ 
sane, even though they must of neccesity express 
the sickness and insanity of a decadent system 




the rampage of exploitation. 

No, the bourgeoisie today is screaming so 
loudly that we, the working class, are powerles 
to affect events precisely because reality prov 
otherwise. Today, coming into the second half 


ers drawing the lessons of previous combats and 
spreading their own struggles as widely as poss¬ 
es Such important struggles have been particularly 


of the eighties, w 


ment in Denmark, for example, by extending rapidly 
to many sectors, showed a recognition of the dan- 

British miners' strike. But it is also important 
to affirm that this same potential in the struggle 

class to defend itself and its interests. More 
precisely, it is the simultaneity of all of these 
movements in the conditions of the present period 
which gives rise to the possibility of a unified 
struggle. 

The struggles in Britain in the past few months 
concretise this perspective of extension. Follow¬ 
ing a summer which saw struggles in Important sec- 

seen a willingness of workers to mobilise in def¬ 
ence of their immediate interests; workers in the 
car plants, the steel industry, in the post office 

us try at The Mirror 

Shi le the bourgeoisie in Britain has tried to 



ion. We are seeing workers in a whole array of 
different sectors prepared to defend themselves. 
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Liverpool council: leftism derails the class struggle 


huge propaganda campaign over the 'sell out 1 of 
the leftist-led Liverpool Council and the activ- 

the Labour Party. This campaign has the aim of 

conditions. It attacks the class in two ways: 

state machine and the Labour Party which runs it 
for capitalism. Workers are told that the only 
way to resist unemployment and the slashing of 


rally behind the same state and the same party 
which carry out these attacks ; 

- then, when the left 'reluctantly' caves in to 
the demands of the government after threatening 
thousands of redundancies, the right-wing of the 
bourgeoisie and the media, aided by the Labour 
Party leadership, scream about the uselessness of 
such a struggle. By whipping up a hysteria against 

not only to cover the tracks of these bureaucrats 
struggle for socialism and the name of marxism. 





capitalist role of the left, but also that, conf- 

turn its passive suspicion of the left and its 
uncertainty about the aims of its struggle into 
an active defence of its own interests against 
all its exploiters, right and left. 




















THE STRUGGLE OFTHE UNEMPLOYED 
IS A POLITICAL STRUGGLE 


In the South-East of England alone, the 
least forty separate unemployed or ' ela 
groups, loosely linked by the London a 
East Unwaged Federation (LftSEUF). At a 

of groups from the Midlands (Birmingham 




fforts to overcome the isolation 
nemployed workers and those who've 
'privilege' of being exploited by 




capitalism, 
iable refle 

present int 
struggle. 

This milieu of the unemployed is distin 

to the trade unions and local trades counc 
groups created precisely to prevent the se 
organisation and development of unemployed 

only the police and the Tory Party, but the 
Labour Party and unions as well. This goes 

a perspective of not only fighting to resist the 

abolish the existing order of capitalist society: 

"Labour, Conservative and all the 57 varieties of 
■political party are the same - they want to gov¬ 
ern us. They want to manage the system which 
puts power, profit and property before people 
and their needs ... Instead of a society where 
nothing is as it appears to be, we could have an 
open society where sharing and mutual aid re¬ 
place greed and compulsion ... But we would 
have to fight for this. It will not be won 
through elections and politicians. It will 

this, which is probably a long way off. In 
the meantime we can learn and discover our 
strength by organising ourselves independently 
end fighting for immediate improvements." 

(leaflet by the Barnsbury (London) Claimants 


ment and the pressure of the dominant ideology. 
THE 'FEAR OF POLITICS’ AND THE UNV'AGED GROUPS 

Membership is open to anyone who is unemployed, 
'unwaged' or dependent on state benefits. 

too often translated into a tendency to oppose 


at a meeting in London of the L&SEUF in November 

people representing over a dozen assorted unem¬ 
ployed groups and individuals, as well as the 

s political 



st their help? This was indee 
> than one occasion. Tying the 

ing an 'effective resistance'. 

Effective resistance demands the widest pos¬ 
sible unity within the working class, which can 
only be founded on a political recognition that 


issues threatens to undermine 


3 link 


ruggles 


On the level of being 'independent organlsa- 

- or even recognise the necessity to confront - 
political differences within and between them¬ 
selves, this milieu opens itself up to being used 
by the capitalist state. As we've pointed out, 
already some groups are little more than mouth¬ 
pieces for the Labour Party - hardly an 

At the LfcSEUF meeting there was a refusal to 
clarify disagreements between the groups on the 

general, despite the fact that a clear majority 
of those present described how these organs 
sabotaged any attempt of the unemployed groups 


der in Labour Party or union campaigns. 

If the meeting rejected a suggestion to appeal 


eality are 
e L&SEUF mee¬ 
ting had a tendency to fixate on the 'problems' 

arate category with separate struggles. Employed 
workers, when they weren't described as 'passive', 
'having it easy' or downright hostile, were only 
seen as 'supporters' of the unemployed in their 
struggles. 

It was the ICC which pointed out that the 
most effective campaigns waged by the LfcSEUF - 

precisely those which consciously aimed to link 

tion: the strike by Hackney DHSS workers against 
'snoopers' last June, for example. Yet the mee¬ 
ting rejected the ICC's suggestion that future 


n that the struggle of the employed 
ed really is one struggle against t 
t system can lead such groups into 


(Continued on page 3) 


UNIONS & BOSSES UNITE TO CUT JOBS 


n the first week of November Robert Maxwell, 
wner of Mirror Group Newspapers (MGN), issued 
edundancy notices to all 6,000 staff saying 
hat all workers would be sacked by 31 December 
nd that printing would be transferred to an 

ondon, where only two-thirds of the current 
orkforce could be re-employed. 

A bitter and angry workforce was confronted 
y SOGAT '82 and the NGA, the two print unions, 
ho promised to organise ballots for strike 
ction. In a typically divisive union tactic 

hile NGA was still promising to. And after a 
GA machine minders came out alongside SOGAT 


And they have merely 1 
workforce in Glasgow v 


! Scottish editions 
sailing on MGN 
o strike (although only for 
lundancies . In reality all 
struggle together! 
has adopted a traditional 

e action and then postponing 

a possibility of a reasonable 
e rationalisation plans and 


to support its 
technology deal 
and the unions a 
predictably. 


be on the verge of bankruptcy 
r the year has been withdrawn 


with b 


d the s 


ver joint operation, first Haxwell withdre 
dismissal notices and then SOGAT claimed 


3 attack on 
3 away with 
workforce, 


capitalist system. By attempting to 
workers that it is impossible to moun 
opposition against redundancies and r 
tion plans, because of the isolation 
struggles, the unions hope to generat 

prevent workers from establishing a b 
forces in their favour. 

have been further stepped up with the 




This strategy of SOGAT is evidence of the gen¬ 
eral role of unions to ensure that management 
policy is carried out with a minimum of disrupt- 


eoisie has nothing t 


To take another example, NGA and SOGAT hav 
already accepted the proposed closure of the 
MGN Thomson Withy Grove plant in Manchester b 
have mobilised the workforce for strike actio 


credentials with place as the movement of event 


struggles to come. 
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INTERNATIONAL 
CLASS STRUGGLE 


"union way of negotiat 


presentatlve of amt 


a reflux In the struggles of t 


public seel 


n Belgium in September 


;ainst capitalism's attacks. Despite 
now ana difficult development this wave of 
‘uggle has involved workers across the world 
I particularly the powerful battalions of th 


' like Sea 


iallst" governments like France 

rd World" where the proletariat 
fraction of the population. 

These struggles have been ma 

taneously, and,particularly at 
dency toward escaping the union 
SNCF (the French railways) in S 
- a tendency for a massive 
workers (500,000 in Denmark, 60 


■85) 


y towards the extension of the 
rganising it for themsel 
in Spain with postal 
1 workers, possibilities 


ings held by workers of different factories and 

Most important, after two years of struggles, 
is the continuing simultaneity of workers' act¬ 
ions. It is this that provides the basis for 
the future unification of struggles. And if we 
can't yet point to a range of struggles convul¬ 
sing a country as those of the Polish workers 
did in 1980, then the struggles that follow in 
this article should not be viewed as a list of 

ment of one international wave of struggle by the 


HOLLAND 


brigade started an occupation of the fire head¬ 
quarters, demanding a higher bonus for the wors¬ 


ted high-p 
offices. 


ground floor 1 
out the building. The poll 


lections qj,n Belgium to be revealed: an 
e against theSteondltions of the working 

e thirties. The government hadn't even 

ourgeoisie started pulling 


This 


ruggle. The 




e lay-offs, n 
usterity plan 


eeves for 


working condition 


a package of wage and benefits cuts with al 
below-average wage rates being cut by 16%. 

it was still under way, read International! 
publication of the ICC in the USS, where we 
its strengths and significance: 




smployment; 


with a promise of a 24 hour strike to come. Last 

sought out the solidarity of workers at Phillips 
in Hasselt and Ford-Genk; this year the unions 
tried to stop this at any price to avoid a social 


ually t 


he experience of the block put on the push 
tension will not be forgotten, 
e strike on the Belgian railways also show- 
e possibility for the extension of struggles. 

staggering tax on night 


in the industrial midwest, a region hard hit by 
economic crisis and boasting a tremendously sig¬ 
nificant concentration of industrial workers." 
Although the steel industry has been particu- 

in France and B-:-,ala in 1979 and 1980 showing 
clearly the response of the class under attack 
in this sector, the Wheeling-Pittsburgh strike 
was in no way an isolated phenomenon in the US. 
In Bath, Maine, shipyard workers were on strike 
all summer against management demands for con¬ 
cessions. At the Hormel meat-packing plant in 

jecting concession demands a 


t last winti 

picketing begun by the workers at 
its touting of 'solidarity' demonstrations in 


of 


s of ti 


f 43% r 




ralysed. Although only a 


, Charleroi, Court 
tens of thousands o 
traffic almost ent 


against changes in conditions during 
. Striking drivers threw up picket 
ar plants, but the potential of this 
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e possibilities 1 


eously gone 
of struggle 
SWEDEN 


s possibility 


cular 1 


and still angry th 
andon a struggle t 

d Antwerp had spon 


national class 
: GREECE 


iallst 


ns, controlled 


erity programme. The 

sd to protest - but only as a 
sssure on negotiations with the 
L October there was a nation- 

srious opposition in four years 


In BorlSnge (200km north west of Stockholm) 
there was a four-week strike of cleaning women 
at a steel factory. What started as a protest ag- 
I ainst deteriorating working conditions soon pos- 
>n ed the possibility of workers extending their 
struggle. Although they were quickly isolated by 
• the manoeuvres of leftists and the unions, the 
striking women organised their own assemblies and 
picket lines. This development was clearly con¬ 
nected with previous strikes by these workers in 

Another strike in early November involved 
women who provided day care for others' children, 

: employed by local authorities. One of tl 


partly in commemoration 

the dangers of its rest 
in the light of its own 


e sick. Effectively t 


lie". After Oc 
I port sector, No 
600,000 workers 




Also in late 
es in the wages of non-Dutch w 


f thousands of women work- 

speakers who upheld the 
y of the struggle were met 
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ECONOMIC CRISIS IN GB 


DESCENT INTO THE ABYSS 



working class, the tragedy of debt expresses not 
an escapist flight into the purchase of consumer 
durables, but a desperate fight against absolute 
pauperisation, against mortgage cancellations, 
evictions, the inability to pay fuel and food 
bills (1). 

In comparison with its major industrial compe¬ 
titors, "Britain's industrial performance contin¬ 
ues to show little improvement ... profitability 

is still lower than that in Japan, West Germany, 
the US or France" r (Financial Tim es, 16.9.85). 
Inflation is still historically high and has been 
rising remorselessly over the past eighteen 
months, despite a frantic 'massaging' of figures, 


e plight of Ford wi 




is is exemplified by 
Dagenham - their 
m almost 25 ,000 to 4 


5 figures show 3.4 million 
aefits and it is estimated 
two million workers not 


e US. By plugging, 


uct (GDP) averaging almos 
year since 1931, double t] 
of Europe" , ( The Economis 


t Jus 

'healthy' British economy is < 
the lies of the bourgeoisie. 

VV. “global w crisis of over-product 
«***• mers are " facinyheir bigges 


» 155 and tl 


s EEC subsidies 


e reality behind 
rowth of GDP - ar 
’economic regener 


» - those that triction of dole pay 
ie five consecut- ed and their forcibl 

-ion' has barely payments; rises in v 
JDP to that ach- led with a marked de 
tiled growth has services offered. 


young unemploy- 


d those eligible 


of this sustained growth precisely in order to 
hide the fact that it’s coming to an end, with 
having achieved even its limited objectives: 
"Most of the 30 or so economic teams who are 
brave enough to publish forecasts now expect 
.v the peak of this (business) cycle a 


f the welfare s 


e direct attack o 


wages, exemplified by London Transport 
demand that cerl ' ’ 

from their week] 


1986- 87 the downturn 


British Industry, bosses 
cent in driving down wages 

the total wage bill. This 


y the Confederation of 


» things are going to g, 


he ability of the 
ine attacks and to cfaooi 
is being eroded by the 


It capacity", ( Financial T 
her words, Industrialists 
is ' recovery' ; they are ii 
e by making redundancy pa; 


e of the global o 


minantly PERSPECTIVES FOR THE CRISIS 
onfidence capital over the past three 


r which has masked 


arise' oil and electronic 


exemplified In the recent collapse 
market and the suspension of share 
this commodity. 


1,000 for the first 


:ry' staged by th 




that British industry, rese 
ssentlally revolves around t 

lion weapons system budget f 


30,000 contracts annually to ove 
Panics in Britain and abroad. T 
British industry is devoted to tl 
the means of destruction - the w 
it drains like a vampire all the 


tary benefit of 

British capi 


tell a 


merates. This tendency to 
eality behind the rhetoric 
ts a strengthening of the economy. 
he 'rationalisation' of larger and 
tail sector, apparently buoyant 

nisms, the concomitant of which is an 
mountain of individual debt, again 
the situation of capital at a global 
the only way commerce can continue in 
chronic debts and bankruptcies is by 


going to the wall; brutal contra 
kinds of economic activity - thi 
bourgeoisie is unable to avoid a 


economic competition inexorably give 
itary competition. Capital's only p 
a the face of the insoluble economic 

HEW WORLD RECESSION 


ation of Brl 
the past fiv 
k position t 


oduce this recession as gently as poss- 
the so-called 'soft-landing' of the US 
- are ample testimony to the severity 


emment policy, fro 
ntion to prop up st 

ontrol. The workin 
amelioration of th, 


f the improve: 



'What Stage Has the 
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Sixth ICC 
congress 


he ICC resolutely 
The prospect of 


workers’ struggles, clearly pose the question of 

The capacity of revolutionaries to live up to thi 
demands of this situation is a precondition for 

spective against capitalist barbarism. 


e whole organisation is united in a sover 
sembly, made a critical balance-sheet of 
rk and drew out the perspectives for the 
d up until the next Congress, by adopting 


tension, a false extension which aims to drawn 
the most oombative nuclei, as was done in Belgium 
in September '83, or which presents extension as 
something limited to a particular industrial 
brcnch (miners' strike in OB) or even to the 
different factories of one enterprise (Renault in 
October ’85); 

- to prevent any spontaneous outbreak of strug¬ 
gle, any tendency towards self-organisation, by 
acting in advance to call for demobilising forms 
of ’action’ and by putting themselves at the head 
of movements as soon as they arise. 

This tactic of the bourgeoisie which aims at 
occupying the workers ’ terrain and is the essen¬ 
tial component of the strategy of the left in 
opposition, has bee% widely used in 1986. At the 
present time it constitutes a real political 
offensive of the bourgeoisie against the 
proletariat. 

The proletariat cannot avoid this political 
battle being imposed on it. It cannot and must 
, not allow the left parties and unions to man¬ 
oeuvre freely on the terrain of the defense of 
its living standards, but must resolutely end 
systematically oppose Snd confront 
these manoeuvres." (ibid) 






s consciousne 


are briefly p 
Congress, the 
ground to the 


i 'tendency' from 


E CLASS STRUGGLE AND 


"On the eve of the 1980s, the ICC designated 
these years as the ’years of truth', in which 
the formidable extent of what was at stake in the 
whole life of society would be clearly revealed. 
Half-way through this decade, the evolution of 
the international situation has fully confirmed 
this analysis: 

- through an intensification of tensions *bet ween 
the imperialist blocs, expressed through a con¬ 
siderable jump in military expenditure and by the 
development of deafening campaigns of war ideology 
conducted by Reagan, the chief of the most 
powerful bloc; 

- through the resurgence, in the second part of 
1983, of class combats after their momentary ret¬ 
reat in ’81-’83, preceding and following the rep¬ 
ression of the workers in Poland. This resurgence 
has been characterised in particular by an unpre¬ 
cedented simultaneity of struggles, especially in 
the vital centres of capitalism and of the work¬ 
ing class in Western Europe.... 

The existence of a historic course towards 
class confrontations in no way implies that the 
proletariat is developing its struggles in a con¬ 
tinuous way, that class combats reach, month 
after month, year after year, an ever-growing 
breadth and depth. Such a view would be totally 
at odds with the whole historical experience of 
the proletariat; it would contradict what Marx 
put "forward in The 18th Brumaire and which Luxem¬ 
burg and other great revolutionaries analysed 
later on: the movement of the class struggle 
through advances and retreats in its progress 
towards decisive confrontations with capitalism." 
(Resolution on the International Situation, 

Sixth ICC Congress) 


cils, and the political organisation regroup- 

"The historic resurgence of the proletariat at 
the end of the ’60s put the formation of the 
party on the agenda, but this could not be 
realised owing to: 

- the half-century gap separating us from the 
previous revolutionary parties; 

- the disappearance or atrophy of the left 
fractions which came out of them; 

- the distrust many workers have towards any 
political organisation, whether proletarian or 
bourgeois, which is an expression of the danger 
of councilism as identified by the ICC, a trans¬ 
lation of a historic weakness of the proletariat 
faced with the necessity to politicise its combat. 

It is up to the revolutionary groups who exist 
today to actively prepare the conditions for the 
party, not by proclaiming themselves The Party, 
or offering the working masses no other perspec¬ 
tive than rallying to their banners, as the Bord- 
■ - : - ..... 


particular - the collapse of capitalism into tl 
economic crisis, the combativlty and maturing 
class consciousness of a proletariat which has 


struggles a 
tively slow 


workers' combats: 

"Faced with the two vital necessities of the 
workers' struggle: extension and self-organisa¬ 
tion, it’s the task of the unions: 

- to disorient the workers, to develop among 
them a feeling of powerlessness through the 
divisions between different union federations or 
between the 'base' and the 'leadership'; 

- to imprison and isolate struggles on the cor- 
poratist, sectoral, or localist terrain; 

- to put forward, against the danger of real ex¬ 


end for intervention in the class. It's through 
intervention in particular, by putting forward 
proposals for action that correspond to the 
needs of the class, that revolutionaries will be 
able to prove concretely to the workers the nec¬ 
essity for a revolutionary organisation, thus 
laying the foundations for the future party of 
the communist revolution.” (ibid) 

By taking up these orientations the ICC has 
validated and developed the adaptations in its 
work which it has been making since Autumn '83; 
the Congress clearly affirmed the centrality of 

"Intervention in the class struggle, based on 
class demands, must be the ICC'8 priority. The 
organisation's political presence through its 
intervention on a class terrain, that is to say 
on the terrain of the defence of the workers' 
immediate interests in the face of capital's 
attacks, using the working class' own'methods of 
struggle (strikes, demonstrations, meetings, 
assemblies, workers' groups, unemployed comm¬ 
ittees), is not only possible but necessary, and 
has an influence amongst the workers, whether or 
not it is the unions that call formally for the 
movement, whether the workers be present in small 
or large numbers. This is the precondition for 
the organisation fulfilling the task for which it 
exists in the working class, for it being capable 
of denouncing the union caricatures of struggle 
and their strategy of demobilisation (media opera¬ 
tions, aommendo ’actions’, union delegations and 
petitions, corporatist and nationalist demands), 
for it being capable of putting concrete proposi¬ 
tions for action, to encourage the class ’ reflec¬ 
tion, unity and collective action, wherever and 
whenever the workers' interests are defended." 
(Activities Resolution, Sixth ICC Congress) 

The concern to take up its responsibilities 
in the class struggle was further concretised in 
specific resolutions on each section of the ICC, 
on the need to adapt all our territorial publica¬ 
tions to a newspaper format and to militant dis¬ 
tribution in the workers' milieu, and on our atti¬ 
tude towards proletarian political groups. 

THE DANGER OF COUNCILISM, AND OPPORTUNISM AND 
CENTRISM IN THE WORKERS’ MOVEMENT: THE DEPARTURE 
FROM THE ICC OF THE 'TENDENCY' 



ditions in which the consciousness of the work¬ 
ing class is developing in the present period. 

position was adopted was the question of the 



d faith hiding other 


wrong in seeing the ICC's present positions as a 
"repudiation of the principles upon which it was 
constituted". Not only are these orientations in 
continuity with our previous ones, while correc¬ 
ting the incomprehensions which existed along- 

enable the ICC to coherently apply its 'basic 
principles' in the face of the changes taking 
place in the class struggle now and in the period 


The ICC does not arbitrarily 'expel' minorl- 


still have a minimum of lucidity, they well know 

stltute yet another group in a proletarian poli- 

constitution of a so-called 'fraction' is not 
justified. It can only be explained if, in real¬ 
ity, something else is hidden behind what is be- 

(Continued on page 3) 
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WILDCAT TAILENDS THE RIOTS 


After three waves of social revolts in Britain's 
inner cities <1980,81,85), communists have been 
able to clarify the essential content of their 
intervention on this question: 

- first of all, insisting that workers must aff¬ 
irm their solidarity with these revolts, engend¬ 
ered by the misery and repression of capitalism 
in crisis, and thus reject any notion of solidar¬ 
ity with the state and the police; 

- secondly, pointing out that, in themselves, 

extension, self-organisation, and politicisation 
as the class struggle of the workers (employed or 
unemployed). Consequently, communists don't call 
for 'more riots' but for the intervention of the 
proletariat on its own terrain, to offer a way 


the councilist current? We can best answer this 
by looking at the latest issue of Wildcat (no.7), 

ble page article called 'Support the Riots', 
Wildcat displays: 

defend a proletarian political perspective 
towards them; 

- a pathetic tailending of the anarchist/ 
libertarian swamp. 

CAPITULATING TO IMMEDIACY 


"The growing organisation and ferooity of riots 
in Britain is a tremendous step forward in the 
elaBB struggle. He totally support the riots." 


fact that many of the 'rioters' are unemployed 
proletarians, is sufficient to make the riots 
proletarian in character. The class struggle 
emerges, and classes define themselves, around 
the struggle against the economic exploitation 
of the proletariat. But although this struggle 

ression is a workers' struggle. The riots be¬ 
gin and end on the terrain of the defence of 
individuals, the 'community', 'black people' 

... consequently they do not in themselves enable 
the working class to develop its awareness of it- 

icularly vulnerable to racial and^ther inter- 
classist mystifications. 

This also implies that the riots can't 


develop the methods of the proletarian struggle, 
contrary to Wildcat's assertion that: 

"Many of the working class inhabitants of 
Britain 's cities have learned the lessons of the 
defeat of the '81 uprisings. At Tottenham, the 
rioters won. At Handsworth, the police hadn't 
regained control the next day ... The level of 
organisation which seems to have taken place bef¬ 
ore and during t'dk riots show that it's not just 
the police who've bee# planning what to do since 
'81. " 

It's perfectly true that, like all popular 
movements, the riots have contained a spontan¬ 
eous capacity for initiative and organisation. 

But again, this isn't enough to define them as 
proletarian, that characterises proletarian 

creativity but the development of collective . 

ness of its participants. Embryonic mass meet¬ 
ings of residents or tenants have sometimes app¬ 
eared before or after these revolts but they have 
not directed the resistance against the police, 
which has remained the work of disparate groups 
and individuals and which thus easily degenerates 
into random acts of destruction and looting. 

By claiming that the rioters have learned the 
■lessons of '81', Wildcat imply that there is a 

levels of self-organisation and self-awareness; 

more of them could be 'won'. Wildca t neglect to 
tell us how and through what forms this could be 
done, apart from vague references to 'taking 
Charge of our lives'. But the question is 
wrongly posed. To draw the lessons is to 

of struggling on a basis that cannot take their 

We want to make it clear that there are indeed 
class issues raised by these revolts - especially 
the issue of unemployment, whose massive growth 
profoundly exacerbates social tensions in the 

proletarians who participate in these movements 

struggle and organisation of the unemployed. But 
here again Wild cat go in the opposite direction, 
as the following extract shows so strikingly: 

"The Tottenham insurgents said more sense about 
what causes riots than all the left and right 
wing capitalist media put together; a Hew 
Society journalist was told the following: 

'Don 't write any of that crap about memployment 
and all that. We just don't give a shit. 


that's all’." 

Disillusionment with the existing order and 
especially its left-wing is certainly widespread 


alternative - a class standpoint which demon¬ 
strates the economic causes of today's misery 

a political solution to it. Defending this alter- 

guard - a task abandoned by Wildcat as it rushes 
to define the fashionable posture of 'we don't 
give a shit' as the acme of class consciousness. 

SINKING INTO THE ANARCHIST SWAMP 

The desire to gain an echo by caving in to the 
immediate consciousness of a social movement (a 
clear manifestation of opportunism) leads Wildcat 
to tail-end the New Look anarchism typified by the 
Class War group, now reputedly selling 15,000 
copies of its paper and the subject of much pub¬ 
licity in the national press. What sells Class 
War is the fact that it reflects (like a distort¬ 
ing mirror) the general negativity that exists 
amongst growing numbers of young proletarians. 

But since it doesn't in any way seek to develop 

(Class War recently tried to join the bourgeois 

it was soon ejected). The influence of Class 
War-type anarchism on Wlldcat is evident in the 
paper’s increasing fetishisation of violence 
(scorecards showing how many cops have been done 
over, large pictures of molotov cocktails, etc) 
and its pitiful attempts to ape CW's 'racy' 
language (example: picture of riots with cap- 

deed from revolutionary marxism. While Class War 
tells the Guardian (18.10.85) that the style of 
their paper ('fuck the rich scumbags', etc) aims 
to avoid " tte usual theoretical crap", marxism is 

and thus become a material force. Between these 
two irreconcilably opposed positions there is no 

anarchism is the clearest proof of this. 
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will be in Conway Hall (Artists Room) at 
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WORLD REVOLUTION 


PEACE TALKS TO DISARM 
THE WORKING CLASS 




East Of Vest, behind the peace talks imperialism's drive toward oar continues 




out of control, we don't mean that the bour- 




that capitalism has become a completely irrat¬ 
ional way of organising human affairs that is 
tending toward the destruction of the planet. 

Por the bourgeoisie this future, war, and prep¬ 
aring to fight it, has become the insane logic 
of all its actions, the governing preoccupation 
of their lives. This can clearly be seen in 
the tendency towards the militarisation of all 
life in society and the priority given to such 
military projects as the SDI (Star Wars). 

From the beginning Reagan's election was the 

putting its left parties into opposition to 

level of the bourgeoisie's campaigns against 
the class struggle around the theme of war and 
peace, this strategy was brought to fruition 
with the 'Euro-missile' controversy (ie the 

Pershing and SS20 missiles). This gave ample 

scope for a huge mobilisation of the capitalist 
left in Western Europe, in protesting against 
the conception of a capitalist 'peace' while 

non-nuclear preparation for war. 

concerned about increasing their already enormous 
capacity on the level of so-called conventional 
weapons than in multiplying the number of nuclear 


acity for ’overki] 
perspective of the 



suited perfectly 


rgeoisie. However, the 


geoisie was to whip up a campaign to divert the 
working class from its own terrain of resistance 


The summit between Gorbachev and Reagan is 
tho direct descendant of these earlier campaigns. 
Its preparation was signalled by the actual depl- 

consequent Russian walk out from the arms talks. 



HD 


Positions of the ICG 



Today the ICC defends the following basic 
positions, fundamental lessons of the historic 
struggle of the working class: 

•Since World War 1, capitalism has been a dec¬ 
adent social system which has nothing to offer 

cycles of crises, wars and reconstructions. Its 
irreversible historical decay poses the single 
alternative for humanity: socialism or barbarism. 

•The working class is the only class capable 
of carrying out the communist revolution against 
capitalism. 

•The revolutionary struggle of the proletariat 

ing the capitalist state, the working class will 

•The form of this dictatorship is the inter- 



the decline of capitalism. There are no ’social¬ 
ist countries’ on this planet and the above 

which the world proletariat will have to destroy 
along with all other capitalist states. 

organs of capitalist discipline wlthir^the prol- 


•All the so-called 'workers' parties' (the 
•Communist’ and 'Socialist' parties as well as 
their leftist appendages) are the left of capit¬ 
alism’s political apparatus. 

ification; any participation in the parliament- 
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Lessons ot Post strike: 


I-CS3UI19 Ul rUol dll IIW. 

Workers can only win by 
spreading their struggles 


The massive strike by 100,000 postal workers, unions to lead a fight agains 
which paralysed the country's postal services for wait forever, 
three weeks, has shone a clear light on the pre¬ 
sent reality of the workers' struggle. ISOLATION* LEADS TO DEFEAT 


CLASS STRUGGLE IS ALIVE AND WELL 

Against all the propaganda about the 'new re¬ 
alism', the 'passivity' of the working class in 
the face of the savage attacks imposed by the 
bosses and the government, this strike has con¬ 
firmed that the working class is not defeated, 
that it is fighting back with increasing determi¬ 
nation . 

Last February more than a million workers - 
healthworkers, carworkers, seamen, etc - were in¬ 
volved in the biggest strike movement in this 
country since the 'Winter of Discontent' in 1979 . 
That movement was rolled back because the differ¬ 
ent struggles failed to unite. But the postal 
workers have proved that the militancy that pro¬ 
duced the February movement hasn't gone away. 
Healthworkers are still seething as government 
promises about pay are shown to be worthless. 
Local government workers are already taking or 
preparing for action. The material for an even 
greater explosion than last winter's is piling up 
all the time. 

The strike waves in Holland, Yugoslavia, and 
above all Poland this summer demonstrate that the 
international working class is resisting the rav¬ 
ages of this crisis-ridden system. The postal 
workers have shown that the struggles in Britain 
are an integral part of this movement. That is 
why workers all over the world have been follow¬ 
ing their strike with sympathy and concern. 

POSTAL WORKERS DEFY THE BOSSES... .AND THE UNIONS 

The growing anger of the postal workers 
against increasingly intolerable working condi¬ 
tions expressed itself in more than 64,000 strike 
days last year - most of them wildcats. The one- 
day national strike called by the UCW on 31 
August had the aim of channelling all this anger 
into a harmless gesture. The issue the union fo¬ 
cussed on - special payments to a minority of 
postal workers - was deliberately chosen as one 
that would keep workers divided. 

But if the UCW thought that the one-day strike 
would put an end to the trouble in the post of¬ 
fice, the workers thought otherwise. In response 
to further attacks by the management, tens of 
thousands of workers took unofficial action. The 
dispersed wildcats of last year came together 
into a national unofficial strike. 

Like the seamen, the carworkers and the 
healthworkers last year, the postal workers 
recognised in practice that if you wait for the 


The initial action of the postal workers shook 
the bosses and the union. But within a few days 
the union had regained control. Secret talks to 
end the strike had already begun. Now the man¬ 
agement and the union have done a deal which both 
claim as a 'great victory'. And so it is: a vic¬ 
tory against the workers, who have won nothing of 
any substance from their struggle. The reason 
for this is simple: THE STRIKE DIDN'T SPREAD 
BEYOND THE POSTAL SECTOR. 

The heavy blows suffered by the miners , the 
printers, the P&O and the Vickers workers are 
proof enough: if we stay isolated in our own sec¬ 
tor, if we concentrate our attention on stopping 
a few scabs instead of going out to other sectors 
and asking them to join us, if we try to wear the 
bosses down through a long economic blockade, WE 
WILL BE DEFEATED. 

This 'corporatist' notion of every sector 
fighting on its own is precisely the one that the 
trade unions do all they can to keep alive. 
That's why if we listen to the advice of the 
unions, if we allow them to take over the running 
of our struggles, WE WILL BE DEFEATED. 

When any group of workers enters into struggle 
today, it's taking on not just this or that em¬ 
ployer, but the whole capitalist state, - its par¬ 
ties, its police, its media, and its unions. ' No 
one sector of workers is strong enough to push 
heck the attacks which are planned and coordi¬ 
nated by the whole ruling class through the 
state. Even when many sectors are cut at the 
same time, as they were last winter, their strug¬ 
gles will be undermined if they don't unite. 


We can't afford to go on making the same mis¬ 
takes. We've got to draw the lessons from recent 
defeats and discuss HOW TO FIGHT EFFECTIVELY in 
the next round of the battle. 


The impasse reached by the postal workers' 
strike once again proves that: 

- it's a mistake to allow the unions to dis¬ 
perse us when a strike begins. We need to hold 
regular general assemblies to keep control of the 
struggle; 

- it's a mistake to believe that a particular 
struggle has nothing to do with other sectors of 
our class. We need to make our mass meetings 
open to all workers and to the unemployed. We 
need to send big delegations to workers in other 
industries, calling on them to join our struggle, 
to link their struggles with ours; 

- it's a mistake to limit ourselves to de¬ 
mands that are specific to one sector or cate¬ 
gory, like the issue of casuals in the post of¬ 
fice. All workers are under attack today, 
whether through speed-ups, low pay, redundancies, 
reductions in benefits, declining health and 
safety conditions....It's this which makes it 
possible to raise demands that can bring all 
workers into a common fight. 

The period ahead is going to see the outbreak 
of massive struggles in Britain as in the rest of 
the world. Those workers who already see the ne¬ 
cessity for unity across union or sectoral bound¬ 
aries must prepare for this now by coming to¬ 
gether in action groups or struggle committees 
whose role is: 

- to discuss the lessons of previous strug- 
glesand the perspective in front of us; 

- to intervene directly in the struggle, de- 

fending the^ methods and demands that will enable 


NO MORE CORPORATISM 

NO MORE DEFEATS THROUGH ISOLATION 

ONE WORKING CLASS, ONE STRUGGLE 

(ICC leaflet, 13.9.88) 
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POLAND: GOVERNMENTS OPPOSITION 
AGAINST THE WORKERS 


In August, the workers of Poland, in response to 
growing shortages and brutally sudden price 
rises, launched their biggest wave of struggles 
since the gigantic mass strike of August 1980. 
Beginning with spontaneous strikes in the mines 
of Silesia, the movement■ quickly spread right 
across Polandt from Silesia it went to the 
dockers and transport workers of Szcectn, to the 
shipyard workers of Gdansk, the steel and tractor 
workers of Warsaw, to Cracow, Lublin, Poznan and 
elsewhere. 

This strike wave, coming so shortly after the 
movement last Bay, is a clear demonstration of 
the immense combativity of the world proletariat 
todayi in spite of the stinging defeat the Polish 
workers suffered in 1981, they are once again 
hurling themselves into battle against a 
particularly vicious example of a capitalist 
regime in crisis. 

Nevertheless, in contrast to the strikes of 
1980, this movement was brought to an end quite 
quicklyi it didn't involve anything like the same 
numbers of workers i it didn't give rise to 
class-wide organs of struggle like the BKS 
(inter-factory strike committees)! and it didn't 
wring any real concessions from the ruling class. 

The reason for this is not that the workers' 
struggle is going backwards, either in Poland or 
internationally. It is that while in 1980 the 
Polish state bourgeoisie was poorly equipped to 
deal with the explosion, over the last 8 years it 
has developed a far more sophisticated apparatus 
for controlling the workers' struggle - above all 
the 'independent trade union', Solidarnosc. 

The following extract from the forthcoming 
issue of our International Review shows exactly 
how government and 'opposition' worked hand in 
hand to sabotage the workers' resistance. The 
Polish workers are now up against very similar 
obstacles to the workers in the west - in 
particular the trap of 'rank and file' unionism - 
but lack the same experience in confronting them. 
This highlights the importance of the struggle in 

the traps now being laid for the workers in the 

It's possible that the government was sur¬ 
prised by the breadth of the struggles. However, 
its conduct throughout the period they lasted 
showed that it had learned a great deal since the 
summer of ‘80 and that at no point had it been 
overwhelmed by the situation. Each time a new 
enterprise came out on strike it took care to en¬ 
circle it with a cordon of 'Zomos' (special anti¬ 
riot units). Thus, each workplace occupation be¬ 
came a trap for the workers in struggle and pre¬ 
vented them from entering into combat with their 
class brothers and thus from unifying the move¬ 
ment, from forming a single battlefront. 
Repression and intimidation weren't limited to 
this. On 22nd August, the day the movement was 
extending the most, the interior minister, gen¬ 
eral Kiszczak, appeared in uniform on TV to an¬ 
nounce a series of measures aimed at blocking 
this extension: establishment of a curfew in the 
three regions most hit by the strikes; Katowice, 
Szczecin and Gdansk; any person 'external' to an 
enterprise on strike would be removed and would 
risk imprisonment. He accused the strikers of 
being armed and raised the spectre of a 
"bloodbath." At the same moment his performance 
was backed up by the one on Russian TV which put 
out pictures of striking enterprises and accused 
the strikers of being "extremists who exert pres¬ 
sure and threats on their comrades through ille¬ 
gal strikes." The iron bars with which workers 
equipped themselves to respond to a possible po¬ 
lice intervention were presented as the instru¬ 
ments used in these 'threats.' Thus, when it's a 
question of dealing with a movement of the work¬ 
ing class , Gorbachev sets his 'Glasnost' to one 
side and uses the classical language of Stalinist 
terror: the workers in Russia must on no account 
get any ideas about imitating their class broth¬ 
ers in Poland and the latter must understand that 
they can expect nothing from 'liberalisation' (in 
any case they couldn't have had too many illu¬ 
sions since Gorbachev visited Poland at the be¬ 
ginning of July and said that the Polish people 
"should be proud to have a leader like 
Jaruzelski," whom he referred to as his "personal 
friend.") 

The threats did not remain purely verbal. 
They were backed up by actions: Silesia was cut 
off from the country by army and police barriers; 
every day the Zomos intervened in new enterprises 
to dislodge the workers (notably in Silesia 
where, below ground, the miners lacked food, 
medicine and blankets); arrests multiplied. 

These hit strikers but also members of the op¬ 
position and in particular leaders of Soli¬ 
darnosc, such as Frasynink, the head of the union 
in Wroclaw and a member of the national leader¬ 
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ship. In the first case the aim was to pressure 
the strikers to go back to work and to dissuade 
other workers from joining the struggle. But ar¬ 
resting the union leaders had another aim: to 
make Solidarnosc credible so that it could fully 
play its role of sabotaging the struggle. For 
once again the defeat of the workers derived 
above all from the action of trade unionism. 

The anti-working class aims of Solidarnosc 
were defined candidly in May by Huron, one of the 
main 'experts' of Solidarnosc and founder of the 
former KOR: ^ 

“Only a government which had the confidence of 
society could stop the course of events, and call 
for austerity in the framework of reforms. 
What’s really at stake in the present battle is 
the constitution of such a government," 
(interview with the French paper Liberation. 5 
May 1988). 

You could hardly bi clearer: the goal of Sol¬ 
idarnosc is the same as the government's: to make 
workers accept "austerity." 

This is why, right from the beginning of the 
movement, the union was actively sabotaging it. 
One of the essential components of its strategy 
was to divert the workers' attention into a dead 
end. Whereas the movement began around wage de¬ 
mands, Solidarnosc threw all its weight into en¬ 
suring that there would be "only one demand: the 
legalisation of the trade union." Thus, when 
Walesa called for a strike in the Lenin shipyard 
on 22 August, it was with the slogan: "no more 
joking, we want Solidarnosc now" - as if the 
workers' defense of their most elementary living 
conditions, their resistance against misery, were 
just jokes. For his part, the reputedly 
'radical' president of the Lenin shipyard strike 
committee also affirmed: "The only demand is the 
reestablishment of Solidarnosc." 

Solidarnosc launched its appeals to strike in 
a very selective manner. On the one hand, in 
many of the places where there was a very strong 
pressure for a struggle, Solidarnosc took care 
not to call for a strike; in order to keep the 
lid on the workers' militancy, it declared 'a 
state of preparation for a strike', or else 
threatened to call for a strike in case the au¬ 
thorities unleashed a general repression - which 
they obviously avoided doing. On the other hand, 
the direct call for a strike at the Lenin ship¬ 
yard in Gdansk, which since the summer of '80 has 
been a symbol for the whole working class in 
Poland, was also part of a manoeuvre. It's one 
of the enterprises where Solidarnosc is best im¬ 
planted, notably because Walesa worked there; be¬ 
cause of this, it would be easier to get workers 
there back to work, and this would in turn have a 
symbolic value, since in the rest of the country 
the workers would have the feeling that they 
could only imitate their comrades in Gdansk. 
Furthermore, at the Lenin shipyard, in order to 
facilitate this return to work, Walesa did all he 
could to present the strike as a calamity, in¬ 
evitable only because of the bad will of the gov¬ 
ernment which had refused to listen to its re¬ 
peated calls for negotiation: 

“I wanted to avoid the strikes. We shouldn't 
be on strike. We should be working. But we have 
no choice...we're still waiting for serious dis¬ 
cussions," (22 August). 

And in fact, in order to tire the workers out, 
the government and Solidarnosc played a cat and 
mouse game with each other for over a week, both 
giving proof of their 'intransigence' on THE 
question of trade union pluralism (thus po¬ 
larising the workers around a false question). 
This carried on until both parties 'accepted' to 
meet each other to discuss "without taboos" (sic) 
about the agenda of a hypothetical "round table” 
which would get together, of course, when the 
workers had gone back. 

Thus, the total complicity between the au¬ 
thorities and Solidarnosc is obvious. It is even 
more obvious when you know that one of the 
favourite sports of the leaders of Solidarnosc is 
to pass with impunity through the police cordons 
cutting off the enterprises and regions in strug¬ 
gle in order to join strikers, as in the case of 
Jan Litynski, founder of the KOR and responsible 
for Solidarnosc in Warsaw, who managed to join 
the strike committee of the Silesian mines and 
become its most important 'expert', and of Lech 
Walesa himself who 'climbed the wall' into the 
Lenin shipyard. Really: the Polish cops are so 
inefficient.... 

As always in Poland, the Church participated 
in the division of labour; it could even afford 
the luxury of ringing out two tunes: the moderate 
tune of the chaplain of the Lenin shipyard who, 
on the eve of the strike, adopted a position 
against it, saying it would "set fire to Poland", 
and the 'radical' tune which gave its full sup¬ 
port to the strikers and their demand for 'trade 


union pluralism.' Even the forces of the offi¬ 
cial power made play of their 'disagreements' in 
order to disorient the workers. Thus on 24 
August, the official unions (OPZZ), whose presi¬ 
dent is a member of the political bureau of the 
Party, warned the government that it must "listen 
to their opinion" on the threat of calling a gen¬ 
eral strike. Jaruzelski must have been really 

Finally, thanks to these manoeuvres, the bour¬ 
geoisie got what it wanted: a return to work 
without the workers having won ANYTHING. It was 
an important defeat for the workers which will 
leave its mark. It's all the more a defeat in 
that the sabotaging work of Solidarnosc, as an 
organisation, has not been exposed - it was left 
to Walesa, who's always ready for this kind of 
job, to appear as the one who 'sold out the 
strike'. His popularity will no doubt have lost 
a few feathers, but 'you can't make omelettes 
without breaking eggs'. The essential thing is 
that the majority of workers still have their il¬ 
lusions in 'free' trade unions. By refusing to 
legalize Solidarnosc (while in fact Solidarnosc 
is already well-established, with numerous weekly 
papers, collection of dues, regular meetings of 
its leaders - all that is 'tolerated'), by con¬ 
tinuing to 'persecute' its leaders, the official 
power has made its own contribution to these il¬ 
lusions. 

Capitalism can’t 
make peace 

Under the gaze of a few bemused cows, a 
handful of nuclear disarmers, and dozens of 
reporters and TV cameramen, the first of the 
cruise missiles from Molesworth, Cambs, were 
dismantled to be returned to Arizona, USA. Was 
this a "milestone for arms control" as Britain's 
defence secretary George Younger said, or "truly 
an historic event” as US ambassador Price put it? 
Does the east-west agreement on the reduction of 
Euromissiles, coming at the same time as the 
ceasefire in the Iran-Iraq war, the withdrawal of 
Russian troops from Afghanistan, Cuban troops 
from Angola, and Vietnamese troops from Cambodia, 
mean that the world is becoming a safer place, 
that east-west relations are getting better all 
the time? 

Not a bit of it. All these 'peace treaties' 
are nothing but part of the preparation for fu¬ 
ture wars. The nuclear warheads from the easily 
targetable Molesworth and Greenham Common US air¬ 
bases will be recycled into more efficient 
delivery systems and placed in less easily tar¬ 
getable warplanes and submarines. The ending of 
the Gulf war and the withdrawal of eastern bloc 
troops from various combat-zones simply demon¬ 
strate the continuing success of the US/NATO 
strategy of 'forward defence', ie the strangula¬ 
tion of Russia. Iran has been brought to its 
knees and can now be restored to its role as the 
USA's sentinel on Russia's southern flank. The 
eastern bloc is withdrawing its troops from other 
war-torn regions because it has been severely 
pummelled by the western bloc's military offen¬ 
sive. It is being forced to adopt a policy of 
'defensive defence', which means that it is as 
'unthreatening' as a coiled-up" cobra that has 
been forced into a corner. 

Neither do these treaties bring any relief to 
the killing-fields themselves. In Afghanistan, 
the second city, Kandahar, has been cut off from 
the world by continued fighting. In the Gulf the 
ceasefire has permitted the Iraqis to unleash a 
genocidal attack on the Kurdish population. In 
Angola, the UNITA forces have begun a new offen¬ 
sive. The world isn't becoming a safer place. 
On-the contrary, the increasingly desperate situ¬ 
ation of the Russian bloc makes the threat of 
world war more and more tangible. 

CAPITALISM GIVES BIRTH TO WAR 

According to the bourgeoisie's propaganda, 
'peace in our time' can be secured as long as the 
world's leaders can sit down together and discuss 
their differences sensibly and rationally. 
Comparisons have been made between the recent 
'peace' settlements and the great diplomatic con¬ 
certs of the early 19th century, which inaugu¬ 
rated many decades of peace between the world 
powers of the day. 

But such arguments obscure the fact that wars 
are not caused by the irrational or warlike atti- 
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JNAN ADVANCED STATE OF 

DECOMPOSITION 

It is becoming more and more obvious t.hsf. +h«» cMt+.t.-fnrr *.1 t 




s falling 


composition. 

In the great urban centres of capitalism, 
basic infrastructure that is supposed to ens 
the smooth running of a 'civilised' society 

~ ion ^ abi * 

cities^nd hlvhLv*° m Tt °- f braffi , c now usln E th e his more lucid moments: you talk of the family, 

dents^ in" A"®”® 86 !’ 80 d0es the rate of aeci- from a '50s scienceTfiction 
. -n many western countries road accidents monsters threatening * • 

among the most frequent causes of death in Know It, only the a 


getting worse...and there's 

Or else: 'everything 
here's a false Solution'. 

From the rightT if the 
apart, if respect for religion and 
clining, ther ------ 

.onger able moral values 


,!??..h°h ljlat ' i0n ' And as sa f®ty procedures are 
whittled away to meet the demands of economic 
competition, more and more people are dying in 
large-scale public transport disasters: Zeebruge, 
King's Cross, Gare de Lyon, the Leningrad-Moscow 

For example: the health services, once offered 
as proof that we live in a 'caring society 1 , are 

being cut to the bone as t*-- ----- -- 

resources into what really t 

the military. Cuts in the ... „„„ 

longer waiting lists and queues for medical at¬ 
tention, outdated equipment in hospitals, insuf¬ 
ficient attention from overworked doctors and 
nurses. And yet at the same time, daily life is 
becoming more and more unhealthy: because of un 
balanced and^inadequate diets because of increas. 


like a scenario 
'ie: faced with the 

-Civilisation As We 

might of the state 


From the left: things are bad, but they're nol 
that bad. Change the government and we can h av < 
a pollution-free capitalism, a peaceful capital¬ 
ism, a more caring NHS, a democratically account¬ 
able police. 

In fact, because the solutions offered by both 
right and left are being increasingly exposed in 
""'“7" f, 11 thelr worthlessness by the march of reality, 

tbe ^ ce and tney too are only a veneer over the fu 
nihilism of bourgeois ideology today. 


tangibiV' 

collective "combat h8V8 Uttl6 ^ "° eXperience of 
On the other hand, because we are living in a 
period of the historic resurgence of workers' 
struggles, these negative effects are countered 
by a more profound reality : that the increas¬ 
ingly patent decay of the entire social system 
can also act as a spur to the struggles of the 
working class. We have already glimpsed this in 
the reaction of the German miners to the explo¬ 
sion at Borken, which left sixty of them dead. 
The workers angrily insisted that this was no ac¬ 
cident but murder, and struck against the deadly 
conditions that had permitted the disaster to 
take place. Likewise with the oil-rig workers 
who collectively refused to go back on to the 
floating death traps after the explosion on Piper 
Alpha. The generalisation of capital’s collapse 
*° “ peot, 1 of the Proletariat's condition 
compels the workers to recognise the broad social 
and political implications of their struggle: to 
understand that their fight isn't just about im¬ 
mediate economic defence, but about the very 
survival of the planet. In short, to see their 
present struggles as a necessary preparation for 
the revolutionary destruction of capitalism and 
the creation of a society that truly corresponds 
to the needs of humanity. 


V / M because or increas- the working class. 

V f toxlc substances in food and water counter the® bourgeoJ 
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supplies; because of mounting stress brought 
by the insane pace of modern life, in particular 
at the workplace; because of the pollution of the 
seas, the cities, the countryside, which is now 
* he .^ e ! el of a planetary catastrophe. 
Small wonder that in this noxious environment new 
and unmanagable diseases like AIDS begin to fes¬ 
ter and spread. 

And when we look at the state of social rela¬ 
tions and behaviour, this breakdown, this decay, 
is no less evident. It needs no sociological ex¬ 
perts to prove that the increase in alcoholism 
and drug addiction, especially among the young, 
represents a despairing attempt to blot out the 
misery that surrounds us. Similarly, the in¬ 
crease in violent crime (in Britain, a 17X in¬ 
crease last year, according to the official fig¬ 
ures), while on the one hand being a direct re¬ 
sponse to economic deprivation, also exp: 
drift into morbidity and nihilism • 
a world that 


A MODE OF PRODUCTION IN DECLINE 

Revolutionaries, communists, those who con¬ 
front this social system from the standpoint of 
the working class, are the only ones who can 
ssages of despair by 


insisting that all the contemporary expression's 
of social decomposition are different expressions 
of the same thing: the historical decline of the 
capitalist mode of production. Capitalist social 
relations - the production of all goods for sale 
and profit, the wage labour system - have become 
a barrier to the gigantic productive forces they 
themselves served to unleash. This has been the 
case since the beginning of the century and is 
what lies behind the infernal cycle of world eco- 

nomiccrises and world wars that have marked this 

But capitalist decadence itself has a history; 
this cycle is actually a spiral of devastation. 

Capitalism tocay is more putrid than it was in 
7 Ihls becomes clear when you examine the 
destructive effects of the world wars which ex¬ 
press capital's inability to expand into new ar- 
•esses a eas of the globe (see article on war and peace in 
face of this issue): World War I, 14 million dead; World 
aeanmg. War II, 60 million dead . 
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almost certain destruction of life 


— - „— „„ lost all 

- a particularly clear when it takes 
of 'senseless' bloodbaths like the « _ 
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India and Sri Lanka, death squads in Haiti and yet Inflicted 
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PDBLIC MEETINGS 

In the coming period the ICC in London will be 
alternating between meetings organised around a 
specific theme, and less formal open meetings 
for those who want to discuss any aspect of 
our politics. The pattern for the next three 
months will therefor© be: 

Saturday 8 October 

Capitalism is a planetary disaster 

Saturday 12 November 

Open meeting 

Saturday 10 December 

1983-1988: Five years of the international 
clacts struggle 

All meetings at 2.40pm, North Room, Conway Hall, 
Red Lion Square, London WC1 (Tube: Holborn) 
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THE PERIOD OF TRANSITION FROM CAPITALISM TO 
SOCIALISM (The withering away of the 
state in marxist theory) £l/$2 
RUSSIA 1917 -START OF THE WORLD REVOLUTION 
£1/SI.50/6 Rupees 

The prices advertised are the face value of our 
pamphlets. ^Any contribution towards the postal 

SUBSCRIPTIONS 

CURRENT RATES: 

WORLD REVOLUTION If.*) ^fffoS ^Ti NOO EUr ° P8 
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INTERNATIONAL REVIEW ~£ 6.00 £7.00 " 
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INTERNATIONAL REVIEW if sent to London and to CASH 
if sent to New York. 


- -“--siea a decisive defeat on the workers- 
the proletariat, while resisting tooth and nail 
th! “of" ?" its living standards imposed by 
the crisis, has not yet reached the level of 
unity and political maturation real • - 
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the latest tragedies: flood victims in Bangla 
uesh. Child abuse victims in Britain; seals poi¬ 
soned by our polluted seas, piles of corpses from 
the war in the Gulf. The constant harping on 
about these horrors has a precise aim: to fill 
the atomised viewer or reader with feelings of 
powerlessness, hopelessness, of -everything's 
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For the working class, this gradual slide i 
barbarism is double edged. On the one had 
serves to blunt its consciousness, to weaken 
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LETTERS 

COUNTER-INFORMATION 


aid to sustain their publication, 
publishing it here because the conception 

revolutionary activity implied 2 _ 

Information news bulletin raises political 
questions that go beyond the particularities of 

31.8.88 

Dear comrades, 

We received your appeal for money 
to sustain Counter-Information . Although we 
recognise that your bulletin attempts to look at 
world events from the standpoint of the working 
class, we can only respond negatively to this 
appeal. 

As a communist organisation battling, to make 
its voice heard against the enormous din of bour¬ 
geois propaganda, we are totally committed to 
sustaining the various publications that we our¬ 
selves produce : papers and journals in -10 coun¬ 
tries, a theoretical quarterly in three lan¬ 
guages, pamphlets and leaflets. As, unlike the 
left wing of capital, we have no financial back¬ 
ing from various state agencies, and are often 
kept out of 'alternative' bookshops because of 
T* our political positions, we are heavily dependent 
1 on our members, sympathisers and readers (a tiny 
j minority) to support this effort. As it is we 
Lare constantly stretched financially to keep our 
publications going; thus as an organisation we 
simply do not have the resources to back up your 

But this is not simply a financial question; 
it is a political question. It is not our role 
to give financial assistance to other groups 
without there being any political relationship 
that enables us to see whether we are really en¬ 
gaged in a common project, ie, working for the 
worldwide communist revolution and for the re¬ 
groupment of revolutionary forces on a world 
scale. Thus the ICC has helped groups of com¬ 
rades who have come close to our positions to 
produce leaflets and papers, but this was always 
the result of a long political discussion, and 
not its point of departure. 

In the case of Counter-Information, it is very 
clear even from looking 
a totally different conception of the tasks of 
revolutionaries today. Counter-Information of¬ 
fers itself as a bulletin of information 'in it- 


self', a sort of proletarian Reuters based around 
very vague political criteria. The vagueness of 
these 'principles' often mean that its articles 
are heavily tinged with leftist or rank and file 
unionist influences. But perhaps even more im¬ 
portant, this idea of an 'information' bulletin 
entirely avoids the issue of the need for revolu¬ 
tionaries to work towards the building of an or¬ 
ganisation of revolutionaries based on rigorous 
marxist principles and analyses, and in this 
framework to develop a revolutionary press which 
does not limit itself to merely observing or re¬ 
porting on social events, but which aims to pro¬ 
vide a clear political orientation to the work- 

The councilist or libertarian approach to or¬ 
ganisation which lies -behind your conception of 
the bulletin can also be seen in the very fact 
that you give it away free; this seems to be sim¬ 
ply a negative reaction to the leftist organisa¬ 
tions for whom selling the r"-?er becomes a thing 
in itself devoid of any political commitment on 
the part of the sellers. But a proletarian or¬ 
ganisation that sees its work in a long term per¬ 
spective and understands the vital importance of 
keeping its press alive in the adverse conditions 
of bourgeois society must recognise that there is 
no alternative to producing a paper that is for 
sale to the workers. The financial collapse of 
Counter-Information is in this respect a harsh 
but inevitable reminder of economic reality. 

Our insistence on these points does not at all 
mean that we have no wish to engage in a politi¬ 
cal dialogue with you. As you know we wrote to 
you some time ago suggesting a political discus¬ 
sion and your initial response seems to have been 
positive, but we have not heard from you since 
then, apart from the continuing exchange of pub¬ 
lications. He reiterate our willingness to em¬ 
bark on this discussion, but we make no secret of 
the fact that we think that the energies you have 
been putting into Counter-Information would be 
much better spent seriously reflecting on the ob¬ 
jective situation of world capital today - the 
acceleration of the crisis and of capitalism's 
preparations for world war, the international 
resurgence of class struggle - and on how revolu¬ 
tionaries should be responding to this situation. 

" ' ' " rn>.»r nealif w ... - 


WR’S LANGUAGE 


Dear World Revolution, 

... The major point, and no doubt you have heard 
this before, is the type of language that the 
paper is written ini 

For instance, the first two paragraphs of the 
"lead" article in issue number 116 are clear 
enough, but then in the third paragraph the writer 
uses such phrases as the "epoch of capitalist 
decadence", "imperialist bloc" etc. Now I know 
what this means, but if the readers have got 
through your paper, they still won't be that clear 
on the "meaning". The use of this "specific" type 
of writing presents problems - some ideas etc can 
only be described in such a manner, but others 
don't need it! 

A second point is the page seven "scene" report 
(in this case the CWO meeting) - I find it 
interesting, but it's quite simply irrelevant to 
any "general" readers! What is needed is a more 
defined linking of why the different theoretical 
outlooks affect the class struggle - as for 
instance was done with the DAM/rank and filism 
articles of the past. 

The two pieces on the textile strike and the 
seamen's strike were quite clear and to the point 
- I wonder about the "extending the struggle", in 
the middle of the P&O piece, when the "linking-up 
of all workers in struggle" at the end of the 
article says the same thing, but in a more under¬ 
standable way! 

The other thing that I feel about the paper is 
the layout is dull indeed! At least the columns 
are square, and the headlines readable, but it is 
still in two huge chunks of black and white text - 
you have to be "interested" to think of making the 
effort to read it. Anyway, I know it's hard to 
say both what needs to be said whilst making it 
"readable" and "short" enough ... 


Thank you for your letter. Such comments are 
important to us, as we want to have a newspaper 
which is of the working class, as well as for the 
working class. 

No, you are not the first to criticise the 
language WR is written in or the dullness of its 
layout. This has been said many times before. 


It's a point of view which implies that if we 
wrote in a more simple fashion, used less 
difficult and complicated language and made the 
layout more interesting then we would attract more 
more readers and our impact on the 
working class would be greater. 

While we must (and do) make a constant effort to 
make WR as readable as possible in order to reach 
as many workers as we can, its not on this level 
in the main, that we are going going to develop 
WR as a weapon of intervention in the working 
class. The question of language and layout is 
only one aspect of the problem, and certainly not 
the most essential. Behind the question of clarity 
of language is the need for political clarity. 

By this we mean that the revolutionary newspaper 
must be both a response to the unfolding of the 
class struggle, reflecting the immediacy and 
complexity of this process, and , at the same 
time be able to reveal the inner logic of the 
class struggle and the perspectives for the work¬ 
ing class which flow from it. If we aren't able 
to do this then no amount of simplicity of 
language or variety of layout will substitute for 
it. It's along the lines of being 'on top of the 
situation' in order to intervene in it that the 
revolutionary newspaper will develop, and where 
we must devote most of our energies. 

However this doesn't mean we ignore the 
question of the presentation of our politics or 
believe it will automatically improve without 
any conscious effort. Such an effort is part of 
the fight to defend a communist point of view 
in the working class. 

But if we treat these questions of presentation 
as problems in and of themselves, then we can come 
up with some dangerous answers. You do this when 
you suggest that we shouldn't use such terms as 
'epoch of capitalist decadence', 'imperialist bloc' 
because they are too difficult or specific for 
workers to understand. In some situations it's 
true that the use of these terms can be 
inappropriate - for example, in an agitational 
leaflet calling for workers to spread their 
struggle - and it's certainly not a principle to 
use them at every opportunity. But, having said 
that, we must also insist that the decadence of 


APPEAL TO READERS 

Instead of ju3t buying individual copies of 
World Revolution - take out a SUBSCRIPTION. ‘This 
is a vital means of receiving money regularly, as 
well as for readers to guarantee getting WR as 
soon as its published each month. Or, as a means 
of giving more, take out a SUPPORTERS' SUBSCRIP¬ 
TION FOR £20, either now or when renewing an exis¬ 
ting subscription. 

On top of this, any commitment to REGULAR 
DOilTATIONS would not only help us but also 
demonstrate an appreciation of the necessity for 
revolutionary intervention. 

Alongside the need for financial contributions, 
the actual distribution of WR is a task that sym¬ 
pathisers of the ICC can take up - by buying/ 
selling additional copies or servicing bookshops/ 
newsgents not already covered. 

Similarly, the distribution of our many 
leaflets is something with which any sympathiser 
can help. 

But, most importantly, while practical support 
of any sort is extremely valuable to us, the core 
of our intervention assumes that the positions 
and analyses in WR are there to be responded to. 
Unlike the bourgeois press which demands only 
passive acceptance, we insist that class cons¬ 
ciousness develops through the confrontation of 
ideas ... SO, WRITE TO US IIOW! 

INTERNATIONAL 

REVIEW 

INTERNATIONAL REVIEW 54 7 ?P 

* Lies about' disarmament' and 'peace' 

* Poland: the obstacle of unionism 

* The perspecive of a recession 

*Understanding the Decadence of capitalism (A) 

* Evolution of the political milieu (2) 78-83 

* Underestimation of the class struggle 

INTERNATIONAL REVIEW 55 out soon 

* The 'peace' of summer 88 

* Workers' struggles in Poland 

* Crisis and class struggle in Mexico 

* Understanding the decadence of capitalism (5) 

* Decantation of the proletarian political milieu 

* 70 years ago: the revolution in Germany 


capitalism and the division of the world into 
imperialist blocs are central planks in the 
marxist conception of the world and the reality 
facing the working class. They are thus at the 
root, of the intervention of revolutionaries. We 
don't deny that"such terms are hot common 
currency, but to avoid using them because of that 
would be to erode the foundations of communist 
politics and dilute our intervention. You only 
have to look at the various ephemeral councilist 
papers - like Wildcat - to see how the pursuit of 
'simple' language goes alongside a confused and 
opportunist approach to politics. And, of 
course, leftist papers often try to hide their 
reactionary politics behind the claim that they 
are using the 'language of the working class.' 

Nevertheless we agree with you that it's pos¬ 
sible to put things in a more simple and direct 
way, as you point to with the article 
on the Post Office. Its also right to insist that 
articles on the 'scene' (otherwise known as the 
revolutionary milieu) should be closely related to 
the needs of revolutionary intervention in the 
class struggle. Although we think the article on 
the Communist Workers Organisation in WR116 did so 
by exposing their lack of clarity on the nature 
of the present period and the development of the 
class struggle. 

In spite of such an effort to be as readable 
as possible, the language of revolutionary politics 
will remain difficult for the majority of the work¬ 
ing class before a revolutionary situation dev¬ 
elops in which concepts like the decadence of 
capitalism and imperialism will enter into 'ordin¬ 
ary language'. Today many workers still have 
illusions in bourgeois democracy, the trade unions, 
the health of the capitalist economy etc, and many 
aren't 'interested in politics' (while still ref¬ 
lecting on the evolution of events). Such workers 
may read this paper and get to words like 'decad¬ 
ence' , 'imperialist bloc', 'extension of the strugg¬ 
le' and throw it away in irritation. Here it!s not 
the fault of the words themselves, which are a 
direct reflection of the marxist vision of the 
world, but the still present difficult of the major¬ 
ity of the working class to assimilate them, 
hemmed in either by illusions in the present system 
or by a distrust of all politics inculcated by the 
present dominance of capitalist ideology. The infl¬ 
uence of current and future class battles will 
awaken, in more and more workers, the desire for a 
marxist clarity concerning the struggles they are 
engaged in. Revolutionaries must prepare to meet 
this need today, not by abandoning difficult but 
essential concepts - which would be pandering to 
the suspicion of politics - but by learning how 
to bring out the truth of marxist ideas in the 
unfolding of events. This is the essential re¬ 
sponsibility of the revolutionary newspaper. 
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Bourgeoisie whips up 
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Massacres in Bosnia 

They intervene, not to 
protect the innocent, 
but to protect their 
imperialist interests 



Srebenice: after months of Serbian siege, 2,000 
are dead from disease, starvation, snipers and 
shells. The threat of an even bigger bloodbath 
hangs over the population as the Serbian forces 
move in for a new orgy of ‘ethnic cleansing'. 

Vitez, central Bosnia: more ethnic cleansing of 
Muslims, this time by Croatian forces. “(Brit¬ 
ish) soldiers tell of seeing ci vilians gunned down 


have been killed throughout the war in ex- science. It’ssimplybecausethegamehasmoved 
Yugoslavia? How much concern did Clinton, on. Today America's number one need isn't to 
Thatcher, Ashdown and all the rest of them show halt a Croatian advance, but to impose its direct 
for the Iraqi children blown up by allied 'smart political and military authority as the world's 
bombs’, or sentenced to a slow death by starva- policeman, in a region of vital strategic impor- 
tion and disease because the bombing of Iraq tance. The highlighting of Serbian atrocities is 
destroyed its health, transport and sanitation a pretext for making a display of force that will 
serve this end. 

Thus, if the USA, <k 
obstacles, d 

lave been closer and closer to 
a-Yugoslavia from die Brukans. its arm is to defend as 


been torching 


from areas they 


nearly two years 


For the vast ma¬ 
jority of the Eu¬ 
ropean popula¬ 
tion, for the proletariat, this slaughter seems 
senseless, obscene, unjustifiable. There is a 
widespread feeling that it should be stopped, that 
'something' has to be done and fast. 

The governments, politicians and media of the 


All condemn the killing of 
the mass rapes, the concentration camps. And 
they give considerable air and column space to 
the great debate on what to do: tougher sanctions 
against Serbia (the official British view); selec¬ 
tive air strikes (Lord Owen); arm the Muslims 
(Thatcher); send in NATO troops (Paddy 
Ashdown). In the US, the issue isn’t over 


for the suffering population of Bosnia. 

But who are these great humanitarians, these 
good souls so anxious about the loss of innocent 
lives? Are they not the same individuals, parties, 
media and governments who cheered 'our boys' 
in 1991, when the US and British armed forces 
1 holocaust in die Gulf, wiping 
re people in the space of a few weeks than 


pawns in a bigger game? Take the case of 
Germany. It presents itself as a new kind of great 
power, a power that uses diplomacy and finan¬ 
cial strength to make its way in the world; it 
pretends to be ultra-cautious about sending Ger¬ 
man troops to intervene outside its borders and 
claims to be a humble military midget... but in 
fact, it was Germany that stirred up the war in the 
first place, by supporting Slovenian and Croatian 
independence. And it did this not because of its 
co mm itment to the self-determination of small 
nations, but because it saw its chance to open a 
lifeline to the Mediterranean by creating a vassal 
state in Croatia, whose ports would enable it to 
realise its ambition of re-establishing itself as a 
major naval power. 

This is not to present Germany as a greater 
war-monger than its rivals. The USA, ably- 
supported by Britain, countered this move by- 
supporting Serbia under the guise of preserv ing 
the territorial integrity of Yugoslavia. While the 
Serbs were pounding Germa 
lies, there wasn't much outra 
and London about Serbian war crimes. And if 
today they’ve turned on their former pawn, it's 
not because they've suddenly discovered a coo- 


likely, these 
countries start going along with the US, and get 
ready to take part in any intervention in Bosnia: 
it’sonly to make sure that they don't get left out 
and are able to carry on playing their own cards 
in the conflict. 

In short, what motivates the actions of the 
great capitalist states is not the desire to protect 
innocent lives, but to protect their own sordid 
imperialist interests. 

But many well-meaning people will still re¬ 
spond: surely, if lives are saved by a military 
intervention, does it matter what the underlying 

To which we can only reply that the deploy¬ 
ment of UN forces in Bosnia hasn't stopped the 
slaughter so far, neither did the presence of 
30,000 US troops in Somalia bring any relief to 
the stricken population there. A more mas 
military intervention, through air strikes ot 
use of ground troops, would in all probability 
only extend the massacre. And even if, in the 
short term, and at considerable cost, military 
intervention did bring about a cease-fire, it is 
crucial to understand that any such intervention 
would represent a step towards an even greater 

Continued on page 4 


Workers 

need, to 
strugg le: 
unions try to 

s plit us up 

Faced with a continuing barrage of attacks on its 
living standards, sustained unemployment at 
massive levels and not a shred of evidence for the 
supposed economic recovery, the working class 
is showing a growing anger and militancy that 
holds the promise of massive struggles to come. 
A Nalgo speaker at a rally in Leeds on April 2 said 
“this government has attacked all workers at the 
same time, something Mrs Thatcher was never 
stupid enough to do. “It was possible up to a point 
for the government to manage the attacks of the 
eighties because of the level of the economic 
crisis. In the nineties there is no alternative for the 
bourgeoisie but to try and make the working class 
tn every sector suffer the effects of capitalism's 
crts* at same time. It a because of this that 
acre is sack a prwm a i far a n&d response 
fiom nght across me working dass. It is also the 
cue for unions to wheel out their repertoire of 
divisive actions. 

Unions divide the struggle 
Take the two big strike days of Apnl 2 and 16, 
■robing miners, ndworkers. busworkers and 
workers in die public sector. On the surface, 
holding these stnies on the same day gave the 
impression that the umoos want to organise a 
class-wide fight against unemployment and the 
effects of the crisis. But in fact the unions made 
damn sure that the demonstrations held on these 
days were badly publicised and dispersed, in 
contrast to last October when the massive demon¬ 
strations acted as such a focus for workers through¬ 
out the country. 

Subsequently, ASLEF and the RMT unions 
have combined endless talks with British Rail 
with votes on strikes and the one day actions. But 
here again, the unions have acted to divide up the 
workers: ASLEF took on the job of settling 
separately from the RMT, thus creating a split 
between the train drivers and other BR workeres. 

As for the miners, the NUM continues to divert 
the struggle against pit closures into a campaign 
for public support that does nothing to defend 
their jobs. The miners now know that 19 of the 
threatened pits are still to be closed and the other 
12 could go within a year. Meanwhile on April 2 
Arthur Scargill reassured a rally in Barnsley that 
“We've achieved the objective we wanted - to 
focus attention on the disgraceful behaviour of 
this government in closing down the coal mines. " 
In reality, seeking ‘public support' is a sure-fire 
way of sabotaging what the miners really need: 
class solidarity from other workers. 

Then there’s the example of the firefighters. 
For the last 17 years their pay has been linked to 
theaverageeamingsofindustrial workers. Kenneth 
Clarke wants to scrap this arrangement and im¬ 
pose the 1.5% pay limit that’s being pushed 
Continued on page 2 
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False 

revolutionaries 
rob workers of 
their perspective 

Workers will no longer tolerate the torrent of class has an extreme left version that is designed 
attacks on their jobs, pay and working condi- to prevent workers breaking from the logic of 
tions. After three years of quiescence there is a bourgeois politics, 
new mood of struggle not just in Britain but 

across Europe. Working class solidarity or public opinion? 

However, it is a very difficult road for work- Last October, when the closure of 31 mines was 
ers to recover the solidarity and confidence they announced and workers’ anger was immediately 
achieved in the 1980s. To renew confidence in expressed in two massive demonstrations, the 
working class solidarity also means recovering great mystification used to keep control was that 
the perspective of the class struggle: communist of‘public opinion’. Everyone was supposed to be 
revolution. on the miners’ side, including Tory rebels such as 

The development of such a perspective can’t Winston Churchill, 
take place without the determined intervention Scargill’s tactic at this point was no longer to 
of revolutionary organisations, which are spe- play the radical union leader but to tell the miners 
cifically formed to forge the connection be- that it would all be fine because they had public 
tween the immediate and the historic dimen- opinion on their side. And this tactic has been 
sions of the class struggle, between defensive used against militant workers here ever since, 
economic movements and the political struggle It ispushed enthusiastically by Socialist Worker : 
against capitalism as a whole. “The Tories know strikes are popular and the 

Workers looking for a revolutionary political government is not.... Farfrom alienating public 
organisation will find dozens of groups which opinion, thewidespread anger against the Tories 
claim to be doing that. But most of these will be means industrial action gets wide support." 
found offering critical support to the worst (Editorial about the rail workers and miners one 
enemies ofthe working class, the unions and the day strikes, 17th April), 
left wing parties. Every campaign of the ruling 


For workers’ interests or the defence of auns °f preventing the recruitment of scabs and 

nationalised industries? support for blacking. 

Alongside public opinion goes the lie that sup- Suc h “Us to action are calls to remain trapped 
port for workers’ interests means support for the ‘ n the logic of the isolated dispute in one factory, 
industry, with slogans like “I love British Coal”, The experience of the 1980s shows that this is the 
or “COHSE stands for the NHS” stickers. Are wa y to defeat, as in the year long miners’ strike 
we supposed to have forgotten that British Coal “d the Wapping dispute, 
and the NHS are the boss just because they are Where workers extended their struggles, as in 
owned by the state? Poland in 1980 or Belgium in 1983 and 1986, 

In this vein the S WP encourages teachers to see even austeri ty plans decreed by the state could be 
their struggle not as part of the struggle of the delayed. And in Britain in July 1989 when the 
working class, but as a public spirited effort on struggles of bus, tube, council and other workers 
behalf of the education of “the majority of occurred at the same time and there was a very 
children“Teachers have had enough ofthe rea I potential for these to unify, workers made 
Tories wrecking the education system. ” (Front s° me gains. 
page lead, 10th April). 

Similarly they want to turn struggles in de- Communist revolution, or a Labour 
fenceofjobsandwagesonLondonbusesandthe government? 

railway into “action against privatisation ” and There is a coherence to all the false tactics of the 
thus in defence ofthe state sector. leftists as the class struggle wakes up. It is to 

channel the growing anger in the working class 
Extension of struggles, or the long isolated ' nt0 support for the Labour Party, in the form of 

strike? anti-Toryism. Socialist Worker theorise this as 

The leftists do not only call for campaigns for *e supposed disarray of the government: “If we 
public opinion. They call for strike action - but u PP ed the pressure, this rabble would be out ", 
strictly within the union logic of sectionalism (10th April) or “Thepower to beat the Tories ” 
amd isolation, (17th April). 

For the rail workers: “we do need all out This attitude characterises all the leftists. Even 
indefinite strike action. ” (§W 24th April). This Workers Power , which polemicises bitterly 
sounds very militant in relation to the union one against the other leftist groups and talks of “ why 
day strikes, but without a call for the struggle to " is necessary to fight capitalism itself ”, is based 
spread it can only further the unions’ efforts to on diis logic: “The Tories are reeling from one 
split up workers’ resistance to the attacks on crisis to another. They are weaker than they have 
their living conditions. This is even clearer ever been. They are ripe for the taking. ” (Work- 
when it comes to the Timex dispute. ers Power 166). With this framework all their 

The advice the leftists give the Timex workers invective against the Labour leadership is great 
locked out by their bosses is that in addition to for sounding militant, but will only help to 
collections of money, “Union leaders should mystify the working class. When the leftist 
organise systematic blacking of all Timex prod- groups try to sell these false perspectives to the 
ucts. ” (SW, 10th April). And when the Socialist working class, they work to rob us of our most 
Workers Party lives up to its radical image by vital weapon: a clear consciousness of what's 
talk of breaking the law with secondary picket- real| y at stake in the class straggle. AF 
ing it is simply in support of the Timex- centred 


'Recovery': an illusion 
fuelled by debt 


n spite of the 


Twelve months ago the Tories won a general which is 3 times the scale of borrowing in the balance of payments fi K u.c», u, o. lnc 

f^n 0 ,s,^ P that it would give an previous financial year and around 6% of GDP. relative improvement of competivity caused by 

impetus to the reemergence of green shoots of In March alone the government borrowed £9.5 the collapse of the round 

^ V ,wI he T° nOI ?a had been ' ac ‘ dn 8 1 ?. that bm j° n - indicating the degree of its apparent The only way to avoid this wUI be to resort to 
vital ingredient, confidence, which would be profligacy. more nrotectionitf metres for emnnmv 

revived with the election out of the way. The This burden of indebtedness is one which Protectionism is growing in all the major indus- 

media eulogised the Tory victory and perused extends throughout the economy and is itself an trial countries which only pute -- 

the various indices for evidence of the recovery, obstacle to recovery. The overall public sector -*-- -' . ■ 

It never came. Output continued to contract, debt (which includes government debt) is run- 
unemployment continued to mushroom, and ning at around 30% of GDP. 
there was a slump in the housing market and in 

retail sales. The economy was suffering from Out of the ERM frying pan into the fire _ _ 

high interest rates and an over-valued pound Furthermore there is no underlying strength in protectionist 
trapped in the straight-jacket of the ERM. In the economy to back this up. There remains an geoisies it will 

September the pound's artificial value was at- endemic problem with the balr- ‘ -— ■ ■ -• ■ 

tacked by the speculators and the whole edi fice. 

of the ERM and Britain’s role in it began 


the existing international trade agree- 
luciu, and can only exacerbate the growing 
chaos in the world financial system. 

However the British bourgeoisie cannot solve 
its problems with devaluations, indebtedness or 
i, although, like all bour- 

- e __— hem to draw the working 

of payments class in behind the defence of national interests, 
the red since 1987 and which British capitalism still has to engage in ferocious 
noticeably worsened by the " ,i ™ -r --cc— — - 1 -— —w =— —■■—. 


) has been noticeably worsened by the policy of competition in the marketplace with its major 
' government indebtedness during the 90s. In the competitors and it can only do this effectively by 
t last 12 months the deficit on the balance of escalating further its attacks on the working 


crumble. The weakness of the British 

was exposed, putting an end to the myth that _Ml HI 

Thatcherism had fostered a strong and healthy payments is about £13 billion, or over 2% of__ __ 

growth-onentated economy during the 80s. GDP. Furthermore, it’s predicted it will reach presses the contirn 
_ , _ . , 3% in the next two years. And even the bourgeoi- tivity within the 

Debt fuels the Recovery”. sie’s economic “experts” are clear that the British public 

Twelve months later a real recovery is said to be economy’s manufacturing base is now far too year ; 
gettmg underway. Now for the first time since small to provide a launchpad out of recession. 
mid-1990 quarterly manufacturing output has And if it’s true that the ‘escape’ from the ERM 
increased; in February unemployment went has brought the government some short-term 


^workplace 


down for the first time in 34 months; retail sales dividends (cutti 

volume went back to its pre-recession level; rowing cheaper ~,.a V «.u*® «mi u . c .ai K c 
inflation appears stable; companies are experi- devaluation of sterling has benefited exporters) 
enewg a growth in orders and the housing in the longer term, it means trouble. It promises 
market is said to be recovering. Those ‘green a return to double-digit inflation. (This is only 
shoots’ are finally here and while Germany, temporarily in abeyance because of the depres- 
Japan and the US are on a downward slope into sion in retail sales). Just recently the Chancellor nean 

.recession, Britain is pulling out. Can this really has been expressing his preference for a stronger due 

be? On the face of it the government has solved pound indicating his concerns in this regard, 
its problems by being forced out of the ERM In the March budget Chancellor Lamont ig- 
and by abandoning its previous anti-inflation- nored the advice of Tory elders Howe, Lawson 

aty strategy. and Thatcher who " 

. . immediately. 

Britain’s GDP shrank by 4% in the period He side-stepped the necessity for tough meas- 
from mid-1990 to the end of 1992 (0.5 % in ures in order to continue the growth in govem- 
1992 itself). There were tens of thousands of ment borrowing. He projected -- 


. — a massive rolling billion of further borrowing in 93/94, i.e. £1 

programme of redundancies which extends into billion per week throughout this period. The 
this year and the next. The ERM debacle didn't recouping of this spending through taxes is to 
help since it is estimated to have cost the begin in94/95 and 95/96. Afigureof£17billion 
government £5 billion in its attempts to defend of extra taxes in these two years was committed 
the pound against the speculators. The apparent in the budget. 

stabilisationoftheBritisheconomywasachieved The use ot borrowing to support the economy 
by an escalation in large scale borrowing. (This in the short term can only — 1 -- - 


ir greater produc- 
The squeeze on 
wage settlements at 1 % for this 
effective wage cut when inflation is 
running at 4% or more. In fact the threat of 
unemployment is being used to get workers to 

- trade real cuts in wages for r»„ 

bor- Sheffield Labour council' 
and the large workforce). And with L r _ 

= ‘“| ‘ ' extra taxes in the budget, there must oe some 

brutal cuts made in government spending in the 
next 12 months. Secretary to the Treasury, 
Michael Portillo’s review of the social security, 
- iucation and law and order budgets is 
and public sector workers have been 
promised even harder attacks through more 
cuts, more unemployment. 

The ‘green shoots' of recovery which have 
hike appeared will provide no benefits for the work¬ 
ing class. Indeed the longer term worsening of 
the state of the British economy by the current 
measures ensures that the attacks against the 
class will have to intensify. If it’s bad today, it 
will be doubly bad tomorrow, as the budget 
projections indicate. Furthermore, the govern¬ 
ment may try to postpone the downward spiral 
of the British economy by massaging it with its 
budgetary and monetary mechanisms to combat 
the crisis. But there can be no recovery in a world 
economy which is suffocating from global over¬ 
production and saturated markets. After 25 


id by Major his ‘strategy for the long term. It must be paid for by inflation in years oferisis it is harder and harder to find short 

final tally of this borrowing at the the long run. The extra money in the economy is term measures to hide this fact. HT 

nanctal year was £36.5 billion liable to be spent on imports, worsening the 


Continued from page 1 
Workers need to struggle: 
unions try to split us up 

throughout the public sector. The Fire Brigade 
Union has started talks with the local authority 
employers and, although the settlement date 
isn’t until November, the FBU leaders already 
say a strike is inevitable. The ‘radicalism’ of the 
SWF goes as far as saying “the ballot should be 
launched immediately after the FBU conference 
in May. ’ (Socialist Worker 17/4/93). No doubt 
there will be bolder souls demanding ‘ballot 
now!’ or even ‘strike now!’ What none of the 
unionists will propose is any action that will link 
up the straggles of workers across the divisions 
of different industries. 

The teachers are also faced with enticements to 
take ‘militant’ action. The various new tests that 
the government are introducing will mean an 
enormous amount of extra work for teachers. 
This increased pressure on conditions for al¬ 
ready harassed workers can be a basis for strag¬ 
gle - but only if it is directly linked to other issues 
that teachers have in common with all other 
workers. The unions’ boycott, however, is 
couched entirely in terms of the defence of stole 
education and the ‘profession’ of teaching. The 
NAS/UWT has led this campaign - straight into 
the capitalist law-courts, following Scargill's 
example of last autumn. 

On top of all this is the recent leak of Gillian 
Shephard's letter proposing a ban on strikes in 
the public sector. We can expect a whole rash of 
campaigns in defence of ‘trade union rights' and 
the ’right to strike'. 

Workers need to unite the struggles 
What workeis need is not yet another union 
campaign but to take charge of their own strag- 
glesandspreadthemasbroadlyaspossible. This 
means holding mass meetings with the aim of 
discussing how to push forward the straggle, 
organising delegations to go to other groups of 
workers, calling demonstrations that will in¬ 
volve as many workers as possible. For the 
straggle to stand any chance of advancing there 
has to be a break with the union charades of 
ballots, token actions, isolated strikes, appeals 
to the law courts and public opinion. Instead 
workers must develop methods of struggle that 
really express the needs and potential of our class 
as a revolutionary force in this decaying society. 
L’A 







Workers hav 


“And so die world appears as a huge free-for- 
all, where behind the fine speeches about the 
‘worldorder’, international ‘peace’and ‘coop¬ 
eration’, ‘solidarity’and‘justice’for the poor¬ 
est, evert nation is in fact out for itself; where 
sharpening imperialist rivalries find expres¬ 
sion not just in economic competition, but in 
war' (Manifesto of the 9th Congress of the 
ICC). 

Faced with the increasing inter-ethnic slaugh¬ 
ter around the world, from ex-Yugoslavia, 
through the Caucasus, to the ex-Soviet republics 
of Central Asia; faced with the machinations and 
moves towards intervention from the major 
powers; faced with the threat of the whole planet 
sliding more and more into war and destruction, 
it is more vital than ever for the working class to 
assert its independence and its own interests 
against the increasingly irrational national and 
imperialist interests of its exploiters, because it 
alone carries a perspective for the future of 
humanity. The watchwords of the workers' 
movement, “workers have no country” and 
“proletarians of the world unite", far from being 
outmoded concepts, as bourgeois propagandists 
would have us believe, have assumed a greater 
truth and urgency. 

Workers must oppose all ‘national’ wars 
Last century, in the context of the expansion and 
development of capitalism - and thus of the 
working class- the proletariat could and did 
support wars for the constitution of new nation 
states and against the forces of reaction, eg the 
struggle for Italian unification and the American 
Civil War. But unlike the last century, workers 
in the period of declining capitalism have to 
oppose all national struggles. In a world that has 

Warsaw 1943, 


been carved up by the great imperialist powers, 
“the nation is but a cloak that covers imperialist 
desires, a battle cry for imperialist rivalries, the 
last ideological measure with which the masses 
can be persuaded to play the role of cannon 
fodder in imperialist war’’ (Rosa Luxemburg, 

If this was true when capitalism plunged into 
its permanent epoch of crisis and war at the 
beginning of the century, it's even more true 
today as the system rots on its feet. 

We can see this by observing the effects of 
capitalism's decomposition on the “new” na¬ 
tions of the 60’s and 70's, nations formed by the 
“national liberation struggles” so fervently sup¬ 
ported by the left, by the Stalinists and particu¬ 
larly the Trotskyists. Throughout Africa, these 
“young" capitalisms, far from providing abasis 
for the expansion of the world economy, form 
an almost continuous disaster area of war, 
disease, starvation and ecological devastation. 
Far from being a factor of economic unifica¬ 
tion, these countries are disintegrating into less 
and less viable units. From the beginning of the 
century the numbers of nation states has gone 
from around 50 to over 150, and the collapse of 
the USSR and its satellite regimes threatens to 
add many more new states. The consequences 
are evident: more armies; more countries fall¬ 
ing under the reign of armed gangs; more 
fighting over more and more ridiculous fron¬ 
tiers - at a time when the problems facing 
humanity can only be tackled by breaking down 
frontiers and creating a global community. 

All states are imperialist 
This explosion of nationalist tendencies, even 
from the smallest “statelet", in no way calls into 

Bosnia 1993: 


The grand alibis 
of democracy 


Fifty years ago. in April 1943, the last inhab¬ 
itants of the Warsaw Ghetto staged a desperate 
revolt against the German army of occupation. 
Nearly 400,000 Jews had already either been 
carted off to the death camps or had perished 
from starvation and disease. But when the Ger¬ 
man army entered the ghetto to deal with those 
that were left, they were met with furious resist¬ 
ance as a thousand young Jews fought with 
Molotov cocktails and pistols to defend a further 
60,000 old people and children hidden in base¬ 
ments. After being surprised and driven back by 
the defenders, the Nazi High Command ordered 
the ghetto to be razed to the ground. 

The bourgeoisie and its media commemorate 
this heroic if tragic rebellion in its own way and 
for its own interests. The Israeli state presents 
itself as the ghetto of the Middle East, bolding 
out against overwhelming odds. In this self- 
portrait, Israel's brutal treatment of the Palestin¬ 
ians is inverted into the struggle of an oppressed 
minority fighting for its very survival...On the 
extreme left, the revolt is held up as a model of 
real, popular anti-fascism, even as a symbol of 
internationalism (cf Socialist Worker . 17 April). 
In fact, the revolt, like the more general Warsaw 
Uprising of 1944, took place in conditions where 
there was no longer any basis for a proletarian , 
and thus a real internationalist response to the 
imperialist war. Rather it was the last ditch stand 
of a population with its back to the wall, and as 
* such it could not escape the logic of nationalism 
and the anti-fascist resistance. 

But the main message being sold in the recent 
commemorations of the uprising concerns the 
indifference of the ‘democratic* allies to the fate 
of European Jewry. Clear parallels are drawn 
between this and the attitude of the ‘West’ to the 
slaughter in ex-Yugoslavia. In an article in the 
Guardian of 19.4.93, the last surviving member 
of the committee that led the uprising, Marek 
Edelman, is quoted as saying “What is going on 
in Yugoslavia is Hitler’s victory from beyond the 
grave. And the Western countries, beyond their 
wordy declarations, are doing the same thing as 
they did before ”. 


Such articles and exposes don't conceal the 
fact that the Allies were perfectly well aware of 
the existence of the death camps and chose to do 
nothing about them. For example, proposals to 
bomb the railways leading to the camps were 
turned down flat. Similarly, most of the great 
democracies slammed their doors shut to the 
flood of Jewish refugees before, during and 
after the war. In one notorious case, an offer by 
the Nazis in Rumania to swap one million Jews 
for a fleet of trucks was summarily rejected. As 
the British negotiating official put it; “What 
would we do with a million Jews?" 

But what the bourgeois press is less willing to 
tell us is that although the Allies kept quiet about 
the Holocaust for most of the time it was going 
on, they publicised it to the utmost at the end of 
the war. The reason for this is that the war 
crimes of Nazism provided the perfect alibi for 
the war crimes of the democracies - crimes that 
became particularly monstrous at the end of the 
war. The terror bombing of German cities - 
including Dresden which demonstrably had no 
military installations at all -wascynicallyaimed 
at crushing the German working class and 
stifling any danger of a revolutionary rising in 
the defeated powers, as had happened at the end 
of World War One. To hide the blood that 
smeared their counter-revolutionary hands, the 
democracies pointed to the piles of corpses in 
Auschwitz and Treblinka, blaming the entire 
German people for the depredations of the 
German ruling class, and justifying their own 
holocaust against the proletariats of Germany, 
Italy and Japan. 

And today, the complaints about the indiffer¬ 
ence of the democracies in World War Two, the 
calls to learn the lessons of the Warsaw uprising 
and do something about the genocide going on 
in the Balkans, serve an equally sinister end; to 
justify the moves towards an intervention in this 
region by the ‘democratic’ imperialisms. Once 
again, the victims of imperialist war suffer a 
double martyrdom; after being massacred by 
one side in the carnage, their very deaths are 
used to whitewash even greater massacres. 
CDW 




Continued from pagcl 

They intervene, not to 
protect the innocent,but to 
protect their imperialist 
interests 

collapseof society that can only drag humanity 
into increasingly bloody ware. The only force 
countering this descent into self-destruction is 
the class struggle of the proletariat. The more 
workers fight for their own demands, their own 
living conditions, the harder it is for the bour¬ 
geoisie to mobilise society for war. The more 
workers in all countries recognise their common 
interests as an exploited class, the harder it is for 
the bourgeoisie to drag them off to the battle 
fronts in the defence of the fatherland. This was 
proved positively in 1917-18 when it was the 
workers' strikes, mutinies and revolutionary 
uprisings that brought the world war to an 
abrupt end. It is proved negatively in ex-Yugo¬ 
slavia today. A few years ago, Serbian, Croatian 
and Muslim workers were striking and demon¬ 
strating side by side against the attacks of the 
Yugoslav capitalist state. Today they have been 
dragged onto the terrain of their enemy, the 
terrain of nationalism, andare being slaughtered 
in their thousands. Falling for the phony unity 
of nation, religion or ethnic group has been a 
catastrophe for the working class of this region. 

This should serve as a warning to the workers 
in the central capitalist countries. If we swallow 
the ‘humanitarian’ excuses of our exploiters, if 
we let them persuade us that there is a common 
interest between the working class and the 
capitalist state, if we are fooled into supporting 
the military expeditions of the ruling class, we 
will be signing our own death warrants in the 
long run. We will be delivering ourselves, 
bound hand and foot, to the capitalist war 

The working class of the western European 
countries cannot be indifferent to the horrors 
being perpetrated in ex-Yugoslavia, not least 
because they provide a glimpse of what capital¬ 
ism will do to the whole planet if it is not 
destroyed in time. But against the emotive 
appeals of our class enemy, we have to affirm 
that the only way to stop the descent into military 
barbarism is to increase the class divide in all 
countries, to fight massively against the capital¬ 
ist state and all its agents. The more the prole¬ 
tariat fights for its own interests at the very heart 
of the imperialist world order, the more hope 
there is of providing an example and an inspira¬ 
tion to those workers in the peripheral areas who 
are at present caught up in the wheels of nation¬ 
alism, ethnic conflict and war. But above all, by 
drawing up the battle lines on class terms, 
workers in the central countries can begin to 
raise the banner of revolution, the banner of a 
new society, free forever from the criminal 
absurdity of national frontiers and fratricidal 
ware. WR 24.4.93 

Public 

Meetings: 


Only the class struggle 
can put an end to wars 
and barbarism 


Exeter: 29th May 2.30pm 
St Georges Hall, Market St. 

London: 15th May 2.30pm 
Conway Hall, Red Lion 
Square, London WC1 
(Holborn Tube) 

An open meeting will also 
be held on the 19th June at 
the same address at 2.30 pm 

Manchester: 12th June, 
Details to be advertised in 
"Front Line" bookshop 


French elections: 
the Right carries 
on the Left's 
dirty work 

The recent elections in France saw the defeat of 
the ‘Socialist' Party after a decade in power and 
the triumphant return of the right to government. 
This has been described as an “historical turning 
point" for the population of France. 

But what does this so-called change actually 
mean for the population and, above all, for the * 
working class ? 

The orientation of the Balladur government is 
in fact exactly the same as its predecessors - 
Mauroy, Fabius, Rocard and Cresson (all ‘So¬ 
cialist’ prime ministers). The new government 
will only develop and strengthen the same anti- 
working class policy carried out by the ‘Social¬ 
ists' for over 10 years. 

This policy is not specific to this or that party 
of the ruling class, but is dictated by the needs of 
the national capital. In France, as with every 
other country, die policy of draconian austerity 
is an imperative for the bourgeoisie, regardless 
of the party in power. 


which the left’s ‘bad management' had plunged 
into chaos, the new government aims at: 

- reducing the state budget deficit, which will 
take the form of unprecedented attacks on jobs 
and wages in the public sector; 

- reducing the huge deficit of the Securite 
Sociale, which means more attacks on health 
care, which has already suffered enormously 
under the Socialist government; 

- reducing pensions and unemployment ben¬ 
efit. 

Yet again it's the working class that’s going to 
foot the bill: with tax rises, a wage freeze and 
increased exploitation for the woikere who are 
‘lucky’ enough to still have a job. 

And as for the perspective of a return to growth 
in the economy that’s been promised by the 
newly elected government on the grounds that 
the new austerity package will reduce unem¬ 
ployment, it's a rotten lie. The sacrifices that 
they are asking workers to accept today are only 
starters compared to the ones in store. Neither 
left nor right has any miracle recipe to get any 
national capital out of the abyss of the world 

Today the ‘Socialists' are presenting them¬ 
selves as genuine defenders of‘real democracy,’ 
wailing about the right parties being in power 
and saying that they represent a threat to the 
‘human rights’ and ‘social gains’ painstakingly 
fought for by the left. 

Workers everywhere should never forget what 
these so-called Socialists did when they were at 
the head of the French state: 

- hundreds of thousands of lay-offs in the 
private sector and tens of thousands in the public 

- dramatic increases in the cost of healthcare 
while decreasing and in some case stopping 
redundancy money for an ever growing mass of 
homeless in the very heart of the big cities. 

But the ‘Socialist’ management of French 
capitalism was not limited to a policy of ruthless 
attacks against working class living standards. 

It is thanks to these zealous defenders of 
■democracy' and ’human rights’ that we saw the 
active participation of the military apparatus of 
French imperialism in the gruesome ‘Desert 
Storm’ operation which left 300,000 dead and 
plunged the whole population of Iraq into hor¬ 
rendous terror. 

This is all without mentioning the whole series 
of military involvements in Chad, Zaire, Rwanda, 
Cambodia, Somaliaor ex-Yugoslavia-all equally 
in the name of ‘humanitarian aid’ to victims of 
barbarous governments. 

These ‘Socialists' have nothing to learn from 
any right wing party. The true nature of the left 
is no different from any other part of capita] ism’s 
political apparatus in its ruthless domination 
over society: an ever increasing misery, terror, 
and exploitation. 

Workers must remember that it is only through 
their own methods of struggle that they will be 
able to defend their class interests. In the coming 
period, with the international resurgence of class 
struggle, they can more and more expect to find 
left factions of the bourgeoisie pretending to be 
in opposition to right wing government teams. 
The right is quite capable of continuing the dirty 
work of a left that has relinquished power. The 
left, meanwhile, has an important job in the 
sabotage of workers’ struggles from within. 
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The 

Nadir of 
Western 
Democ¬ 
racy? 

continued from facing page 

in every country’s press shows that the ruling 

class does not feel under threat. 

The Capitalist Alibi 

In the first place the collapse of the Soviet Union 
has removed a military menace (at least in the 
short term) which disciplined the Western states 
into accepting US leadership without question. 
Today the cracks are beginning to appear. 
Whereas it was automatic for the Western 
alliance to rally around the US in the Cold War 
today each nation is beginning to seek its own 
independent salvation. This is the reason for all 
the haggling over a new GATT deal and why 
most of the main European countries are dis¬ 
tinctly uncomfortable about US policies in 
Bosnia and Iraq. The old certainties of the Cold 
War have been replaced by hesitant policies as 
every state re-evaluates what is in its best 
interests in the present period of crisis and re¬ 
alignment This hesitation is another source of 
obvious weakness of the West. 


SOMALIA: 


UN Death Squads in Mogadishu 


When the US marines went into Somalia last ideology appearances are usually false and belie by “evil individuals” such as Saddam Hussein 
December, Western propaganda claimed that a more sordid reality. The US and subsequent or General Aideed in Somalia, but are the result 
this was a move to disarm the warring factions UN armies in Somalia have behaved just like of factions of the ruling class desperate to hold 
and promote peace in this desperate part of the an army of occupation, suppressing and mas- onto their wealth and power in the face of 
world. Yet the so called “Operation Restore sacring the local population as evidenced by the economic collapse. In Somalia the UN is in- 
Hope" was at best a last ditch publicity stunt by recent shooting of civilians demonstrating creasingly becoming just one more murderous 
outgoing President Bush. It also had the more against the UN presence. In short the population faction representing American and Western 
serious function to warn the whole world that ofMogadishuarealmostaslikely tobemurdered interests. (This also explains the absence of a 
America has the capacity to strike anywhere, by UN troops as they are the local ruling class significant UN intervention in Bosnia as the 
Just like the recent bombing of Baghdad, the bandits. Such is the nature of "peace keeping in West is divided over who to support), 
unambiguous message is that you don’t mess the “New World Order". This shows that the UN 

with the US. The hypocrisy of Western inter- ismerelyanextensionofUSinterests.However ThecallsoftheliberalpunditsforUnitedNations 
vention is only too evident as just like Bosnia, that is not all. What is happening in Somalia is free from Western domination is nothing but 
Iraq and a dozen other places, the crisis in part of a more general pattern. utopian nonsense. An institution created by 

Somalia is a direct product of imperialism. imperialismisnotgoingtochallengeimperialist 

During the Cold War Somalia received substan- The Pakistani soldiers shotby Aideed's troops interests. Workers should not be deluded into 
tial funds and arms Originally these came from had no armoured vehicles unlike their British expecting the UN to intervene in a neutral 
the USSR but when the latter started supporting counterparts in Bosnia. The UN is chronically manner to protect them from the growing bar- 
the Mengistu regime in Ethiopia, the Siad Barre short of funds because the US and today also the barism that characterises capitalism in its present 
regime in Mogadishu turned to the US. When USSR refuse to pay their dues. Troops of the phase. What we are seeing is the beginning of 
theCold Warended,theWestnolongerhadany Ukrainian contingent in Bosnia have been so thebreakupofrealconcertedUNaction.Though 
direct interest in Somalia and withdrew eco- broke because their state has not passed on their the West is united in Somaliaii is not elsewhere, 
nomic support. It is no surprise that the start of UN pay that they have been sellingtheirweapons and the UN will increasingly become a diplo- 
the Somali civil war in 1989corresponded to the for food. The same is features can be seen in matic arena for manoeuvring as the crisis drives 
end of the Cold War. Siad Barre’s regime CambodiawhereBulgarianshavebeenthemain the old alliances apart. In the meantime each 
collapsed and was succeeded by warlordism as victims of the Khmer Rouge attacks. Contrast power only supports those actions which it 
rival factions of the Somali ruling class began this with situations where the US can cut a bit believes can gain itsomethingin the competitive 
to fight over meagre resources. The only things of dash at the same time as carrying out policies arena of international imperialism. Theonly real 
imperialism left them with in plenty were much more central to its imperialist interests forceforpeaceistheintemationalworkingclass. 
weapons. The economic situation was made such as blitzing Baghdad. In places like Bosnia Enfeebled and disorganised as it is at present it 
worse by famine which was itself largely caused where the problems are more difficult to solve alone through its position as the producing class 
by the substitution of capitalist cash crop farm- and where the US main interest is to stop the rise has the power to stop capitalism driving the 
ing which deprived substantial sections of the of a German bloc it is much cheaper for the USA world forward to barbarism. And this can’t be 
peasantry of their previous means of subsist- to use the often badly trained and equipped UN done by speeches or leaflets but by united 
ence. With agriculture in ruins the country forces rather than its own army. This is not an actions, including strikes and demonstrations, 
became wholly dependent on food aid and the insignificant factor given Clinton’s preoccupa- The only real insurance against imperialist war 
aidshipmentsahighlyprizedcommodityforthe tion with reducing the enormous American is however a world revolution. It is with this 
local ruling class gangsters. We now see the budget deficit. This is imperialism in crisis, perspective that the CWO joined the Intema- 
sickening irony of the imperialist policies which imperialism on the cheap. Contrary to the banal tional Bureau for the Revolutionary Party and 
have devastated Somalia, appearing to come to fantasies of Western propaganda, the current itisthisperspectivethatwetakeintothestruggles 
its rescue. But in the twisted world of capitalist regional conflicts we are now seeing are caused of the working class wherever we can. 


The Working Class Lives’ 

This brings us to the third factor — the retreat 
of the working class in the last decade. Although 
the ruling class in every country appears to be 
divided and squabbling the one certain factor to 
unite them would bethe threat of a major working 
class upheaval. It absence and the fact that the 
workers have taken all the attacks of the last ten 
years relatively mildly further explains why the 
bosses are now beginning to wash their dirty 
linen in public. However such an exercise is 
fraught with danger. As Trotsky once noted the 
three factors necessary fora successful revolu¬ 
tionary fight are 

1. An economic crisis which hits the living 
standards of the working class. 

2. A serious split in the ruling class and 

3. A combative and conscious working class 
regrouped around a revolutionary party. 

Under present conditions only the third factor 
is missing. After years of retreat however the 
signs are that the working class is coming to the 
end of its tether. There is a new willingness to 
fight even in the most hopeless of struggles. At 
the moment resistance is piecemeal and largely 
sectional but this could also be the platform for 
a new and more general resistance. Communists 
have to prepare for this by fighting for a revo¬ 
lutionary consciousness within each of these 
struggles. It is the task of every communist in 
the period ahead to focus attention on the real 
enemy, the capitalist system and not be side¬ 
tracked by false campaignsfrom Labour and the 
leftists to restructure and cleanse its state. 
Corruption and incompetence are only the 
outward faces of the mortal crisis of the system. 
Our consciousness and our self-organisation 
can finish it off. 



From the Picket Line 


Pickets, Violence and the State 


So long as capitalism continues so will class 
struggle. Class conscious workers recognise 
that and so do the bosses. When workers start 
to fight they have to throw off their normal 
ideological shackles and organise strikes, pick¬ 
ets, occupations, demonstrations, leafletting, 
defence squads, ‘hit squads’ and whatever other 
weapons of class struggle afe available. 

Lined up against the workers is the whole 
armoury which theruling class keeps on perma¬ 
nent stand-by. This armoury of bourgeois class 
struggle is the state machine. Every day the 
ruling class prepares for class struggle not just 
through its visible Parliamentary law-making 
but also through the machinations of the mili¬ 
tary, the police, the secret service, the intelli¬ 
gence gathering by the Civil Service and Local 
Authorities etc. etc. 

Those workers who attended the Timex 
Middlebrook mass pickets witnessed 
the reality of the state’s claim to a mo¬ 
nopoly of legal violence. It was nosurprise 
that the police used the usual combination 
of direct and well-trained physical force 
backed up by the full legal apparatus to 
ensure that scabs would be able to enter 
the factory. 

Workers who want to exercise our class 
r on the picket line, of course, feel 
frustrated as the bosses’ police attack our 
pickets arresting as they see fit. It is time 
some basic lessons were re-leamed. 

Fighting back 

When the police attack our pickets w 
must learn to resist. Linking arms an 
packing ourselves tightly will provide 
some resistance to the flying wedge and 
the snatch squads. Individual workers 
should avoid where possible any confron¬ 
tation with cops on picket lines. 


As the heat of the class struggle increases the 
need to defend pickets and other working-class 
actions will increase. Workers will leam whether 
ball-bearings or pepper is the best defence 
against Police horses. The cop’s flying wedges 
willbe beaten back with correct organisation and 
sufficient determination. 

At Timex there was no consistent application 
of any such basic defence of the pickets. That 
is a reflection of the generally low level of class 
awareness coupled with the absence of any 
significant revolutionary current within the 

We are many, they are few 

For the time being the cops will attack our pickets 
with relative impunity but our class will not be 
subservient for ever. Long before a genuinely 


revolutionary situation arises we will resist the 
state attacks with the self-organisation and self¬ 
activity of our class. Even then, such struggles 
may ebb and flow within the capitalist system. 

The most advanced workers will continue to 
leam the lessons, both positive and negative of 
every moment in the class struggle. Those 
lessons will be continually discussed and refined 
until the class itself is consciously armed with 
all that is necessary to overthrow the bosses and 
their state in all its guises. 

A duty of Internationalist Communists is to help 
develop our class’s awareness which will pre¬ 
pare the move from today’simpotence to tomor¬ 
row’s classless and oppression-free future. 













Workers’ Voice 4 


Revolutionaries and the Unions 


The following article is the text of 
a speech a comrade from the CWO 
gave to a meeting of the Sheffield 
Revolutionary Study Circle. This is 
a circle of workers and unem¬ 
ployed which some of our com¬ 
rades participate alongside 
members of other revolutionary 
tendencies. The speech was part 
of a debate with Dave Douglass of 
Class War, a full-time miner and a 
NUM delegate at Hatfield Main. It 
would be pleasant if we could 
record a meeting of minds but there 
was not. What it showed is that 
many in the anarchist or syndicalist 
milieu have never heard of the 
positions of the Communist Left. 
As a result their weary arguments 
against Trotskyists’ manipulative 
practices made little impact. We 
also found that instead of address¬ 
ing our arguments they resorted to 
ouvrierist demagoguery and 
shouting comrades down. This 
has only convinced us that we have 
a job to do to make the positions 
of the Communist Left more widely 
known. We hope this text will give 
pause for thought to those anar¬ 
chists who attended the debate 
and we invite responses from any 
reader. 


originally seen as important by Marx in the 
founding of the IWMA in 1864. The fact that 
they only joined the First International to stop 
strike breaking labour being brought in from 
France or that Napoleon III, Emperor of the 
French had paid for the French trades^inions to 
attend the first meeting didn’t deter Marx f>om 
taking part in what he saw as a step forward in 
the real movement in the working class. It also 
represented a step forward in his thinking too. 
First, for the Rules of the Internationa] Working 


by which he meant that the workers needed their 
own independent political party and the First 
International was just that. 


And what role did the unions play in all this? Well 
in the Russian revolution they were for the most 
part swept aside because the workers expressed 
themselves through different, revolutionary 
organisations such as the factory committees, 
the militias and above all the soviets. The latter 
arose from a need to unite strikes beyond single 
industries in the 1905 revolution and in 1917 they 
re-emerged as the form of workers revolutionary 
government. The only role that unions played 
as unions was to call for strikes against the soviets 
after October 1917 (e.g. the bank workers and 
the railway workers union which was led by 
Mensheviks). 


just about coal then why should other workers 
join in? This is what we mean by sectionalism 
The examples are legion. Bill Sirs the ISTC 
leader who refused to give solidarity to the 
miners in 1984 despite their support for the 
steelworkers in 1980 and the way in which the 
AUEE have sought to isolate Timex are just two. 


Second he began to realise that there were indeed 
limitations to the vision of trades unionists 
especially the New Model trades unionists of the 
labour aristocracy he was associated with then. 
In fact Cremer and Odger both broke with him 
and Cremer became a Liberal MP. Marx began 
to take issue with those who represented one or 
other form of bourgeois ideology inside the 
working class. One of these was a British 
“theoretician” called Weston. He argued that it 
was useless workers pursuing higher wage 
claims because the capitalists just passed it back 
in higher prices. Such thoughts have been 
echoed by many a twentieth century union leader 
at various times (especially when a Labour 
Government has been in power). Marx took up 
the intellectual cudgels to wipe out this basically 
capitalist message. In his concluding reply in. 


But if there role in Russia was undistinguished 
it was downright reactionary in Germany. It was 
the union leader Noske who conspired with the 
crypto-fascist Freikorps to massacre the revo¬ 
lutionary workers. It was the German trades 
unionists who prevented Rosa Luxemburg from 
addressing a workers council in 1918 because 
she was in Gavin Laird’s words “ an outsider”. 
No doubt similar thoughts went through the 
minds of Thomas and Co. when the Prime 
Minister Stanley Baldwin told them in 1926 that 
they alone had the power to save the British 


Constitution or else it was those outside No. 10 
who would rule the country. But 
about the General Strike later. 


4. The nature of the struggle is also important 
Underground workers in 1989 actually won 
their demands. How? By having a strike com¬ 
mittee that was recallable, mass meetings open 
to all, greater involvement of everyone, and 
active solidarity with BR workers. Today unions 
are hostile to this. The bureaucracy plays on the 
legal situation (and its amazing how many 
workers actually believe that this is a barrier to 
action) but when the chips are really down there 
has never been a successful legal struggle in 
Britain. By now the message should be clear - 
real class struggle recognises neither union nor 
legal restraints. Again unions are not neutral on 
this. At the Doncaster meeting in February 
discussed in Workers Voice 65 proposals to 
form a strike committee across South Yorkshire 
independently put by CWO members and 
members of the Doncaster Solidarity Group 
(which Dave supports) was attacked by the only 
union full-timer present as a proposal for revo¬ 
lution! We wish it had been! It is just another 
example of the unions acting as policemen inside 
the working class struggle. 


Tonight I am speaking for the Communist 
Workers Organisation which is the British 
affiliate to an internationalist organisation called 
the International Bureau for the Revolutionary 
Party. This is not an insignificant declaration 
since it is within this framework that I will be 
arguing about the nature of unions and the nature 
of revolution. 


Wages, Prices and Profits he stated that it 
now time for the working class to go beyond the 
trades union slogan of a fair day’s pay for a fair 
day’s work and instead inscribe upon its banners 
the revolutionary watchword “abolitioi 
wages system". 


From this time henceforth there has been little 
pretence that the unions have been anything but 
bastions of the capitalist order organised inside 
the working class. They defended the imperialist 
war in 1939 and have become more and more 
integrated into the apparatus of the 


>n of the 


Social Democracy and Trades Unionism 


In times of class quiet (as now) they can often 
get away with appearing outside the system but 
as soon as there is any level of class struggle 
which rocks the boat they suddenly resume their 
pivotal position in sabotaging the struggle. 


5. Last of all but perhaps it should have been first 
of all the revolution has to be international. The 
histories of the Paris Commune and the October 
Revolution show that the revolution cannot be 
confined to overthrowing one set of capitalists 
within a national area. Until we have paralysed 
! -Uj — by our strikes, our demonstrations. 


Unions have never been revolutionary. At the 
dawn of capitalism (and even today in the 
countries on the periphery of capitalism) it 
sometimes seems as though they might be. 
However the brutality with which primitive 
capitalist set-ups attacks the first attempts by 
workers to organise themselves against capi¬ 
talism shouldn’t be allowed to hide the fact that 
unions are perfectly compatible with capitalism 
and that today they represent one of the best 
means for the capitalists to keep the workers 
struggles in check. 


However this message was still ahead of its time. 
Marxist revolutionaries on the continent now 
took the lead in extending unions beyond the 
skilled working class to include all workers. This 
brought millions of workers into contact with 
social democratic politics in the late nineteenth 
century. But social democracy was an ambigu¬ 
ous movement. It contained both revolution¬ 
aries, like Luxemburg and Lenin and what were 
thought to be reformists, like David, Legien and 
Noske in Germany. Many thought though that 
when it came to the crunch social democracy 
would become revolutionary. Many who doubted 
it actually joined in syndicalist organisations 
particularly in France, Spain and Italy. 


Unions today 


We know that historically the capitalists at¬ 
tacked the first attempts as “combination” by the 
workers (the first combination act banning 
unions was in the 1720s in Britain, the French 
equivalent which emerged during the French 
Revolution was the Loi Le Chapelier of 1790). 
We know too that the unions in Britain were 
formally legalised after the quasi-insurrections 
following the Napoleonic Wars although the 
ruling class message didn't reach the magistrates 
in Dorchester by the 1830s when they sentenced 
the Tolpuddlc Martyrs for taking illegal oaths. 
The unions have lived on this episode ever since. 


But capitalism was changing. By the beginning 
of this century the concentration of capital had 
reached such heights that capitalist competition 
had transferred to an international level. We call 
this the era of imperialism. Capitalist crises 
could no longer be solved by mere slumps but 
only through imperialist war. This was obvious 
to revolutionaries at the time and they forced the 
Second International to pass resolutions that in 
the event of war every national section would 
call for a general strike and resistance. 


1. The unions are OK but the leaders are bad. 
A funny argument since there have never been 
good leaders. The point is that the unions are 
neither the representatives of the rank and file 
nor neutral organisations. They represent the 
capitalist structure for integrating the militant 
into the daily grind of negotiating wage rates and 
redundancies. How many workers have elected 
a really militant comrade to represent them only 
to find that bit by bit they have become a union 
hack that begins to speak a different language. 
Soon they are on the greasy pole to the top. This 
doesn’t happen in isolated cases. This is the 


for the extension of world revolution. But what 
of the unions? Well we have already spoken 
about their support for the capitalist in imperi¬ 
alist war but this is only the logical culmination 
of their everyday policies. Their sectionalism 
is more rabid when faced with foreign workers! 
They are the first to campaign for protectionism, 
for national economic recovery (and in the 1970s 
when Labour was in power), for austerity. They 
will be the allies of the capitalist state when the 
situation is at its most desperate. This is why we 
cannot simply ignore their existence. 


Conclusion 


The First International 


Marx in the 1850s and 1860s saw the unions as 
“schools of socialism” especially as they seemed 
about the only means by which die working class 
could organise independently of all capitalist 
parties. And this I think is a central point in our 
revolutionary statements today. The history of 
the working class is the struggle to break free 
from bourgeois domination, to find ways of 
organising which didn't depend on some ruling 
class party like the Liberals. This is also why 
union leaders like Odger and Cremer were 


In the event they did the opposite. Syndicalists 
and Social democrats alike soon showed what 
side they were on in the class war. Whilst social 
democratic parties voted for war funds for their 
governments, trades unions of all types entered 
into a “union sacrtie”, a holy alliance with their 
own capitalist governments. Not only did they 
promise no strikes throughout the war, they 
accepted dilution so that wages fell, and they 
helped organise conscription. This was a real 
turning point in the class struggle. 


2. Create Red, revolutionary or otherwise trades 
unions. Another nonsense. A permanent mass 
organisation of workers cannot exist without 
entering into negotiations with the bosses and 
in this period, negotiations are not about im¬ 
provements but about the conditions of our 
surrender. Permanent organisations will come 
into existence where unions are missing because 
the capitalists need them but let us not kid 
ourselves that these can be any more working 
class than the existing organisations. In this 
period there is nothing to negotiate - our need 
is to unite and extend the struggles everywhere 
if we are to reverse the increasing misery of the 
working class. 


We haven't the time to develop all the necessary 
arguments suggested here - the discussion will 
do that. The final question is - how do revolu¬ 
tionaries relate to the unions given that 8 million 
workers are still in them? First of all we remain 
rank and file members. This gives us the oppor¬ 
tunity to argue against all the horrendous aspects 
of unions in any forum which presents itself. We 
argue for everyone irrespective of union af¬ 
filiation to be in the struggle and for elected, 
recallable and controllable strike committees. 
We accept no elected post except under 2 
conditions a) it is an ongoing struggle b) a clear 
declaration of our political views. We abandon 
all such position at the end of the struggle but 
try to regroup those who see that there is a wider 
struggle ahead on a clear political revolutionary 
platform inside and outside the workplace. This 
has the aim of politically preparing wider sec¬ 
tions of the class for what needs to be done in 
the future. Without all this, without conscious 
anti-capitalist organisation we will never create 
a society in which the free development of each 
one of us is the basic condition for the free 
development of us all. 


And it was no mistake or aberration. The First 
World War was eventually brought to a halt by 
working class insurrection and revolution. 
Strikes, riots and mutinies in Britain, France, 
Germany and Italy were superseded by the two 
revolutions in Russia in 1917. This started the 


3. Unification and extension of strikes and other 
struggles. Today this is the fundamental need. 
Workers can be picked off section by section. 
Unions aren’t neutral in this. They positively 
fight against it. The examples are legion. Dave 
Douglass' own pamphlet “Refracted Perspec¬ 
tive" talks of the dockworkers at Immingham 
during the 1984-5 strike as "spineless bastards”. 
This may have some truth in it but in one who 
refuses to criticise his own union this is also the 
language of sectionalism. What about the stupid 
bastards in the NUM who accepted the slogan 
"Coal not Dole” A sic - ——*- 


to isolation. After all, if the struggle was 







Workers’ Voice 5 


Letters to the Editor 


We don’t think unions are the main obstacles 
to winning solidarity action. That rests in the 
consciousness of the workers themselves. The 
unions can only get away with their tricks to 
contain the struggle within their (capitalist) 
. x- l -vc , t. framework so long as the workers let them. In 

-f the Itfeblood of any organisation wfuch undies to he part of the formation ^ ^ ^ of , rades unions by 

ofa reoohitwnary class consciousness. 'Woifers' “Voice appeals to aUttaders to become an acttoc part of that workers was part of the process of the working 
Ji. 901 witt it printed (with initials only) and where class defining itself as a class, becoming as Marx 
said a class in itself. Today though capitalism 
has reached a situation in which it cannot develop 
— the productive capacity of humanity without at 
the same time inflicting war, famine and ever 
(•greater misery on the working class. In such a 
historical situation trades unions are not simply 
inadequate but their attempts to confine strug¬ 
gles to single trades or sections is a positive 
barrier to the working class becoming the 
revolutionary class which can create a new 
world system in the interests of humanity. This 
_ is why we constantly advocate that workers take 
the struggles back into their own hands (even 
if they start off in the terms that trades unions 
dictate). 


Timex and the 
Unions 


Dear Comrades 

On yesterday’s mass picket at the Dundee Timex 
plant 1 read a a copy of your leaflet with interest. 
Whilst 1 agree with the need to intensify the fight 
at Timex I remain to be convinced that the unions 
are somehow the main obstacle to winning 
solidarity action. Of course, union leaders will 
always sell out struggles and of course militant 
unionism or ScargiU-type syndicalism won’t 
bring down the capitalist state. However to argue 
as you do that "the union organisations have to 
be cut out of the process” begs the question — 
how do you intend to reach wide layers of 
workers without working in the only existing 
mass working class organisations at present? 

Like it or not it is a fact that the main reason the 
Timex workers have maintained solid pickets 
for three months and been able to publicise their 
dispute nationally through speaking tours etc. 
over the heads of the bosses’ media is that Timex 
was one of the best (union) organised engineer¬ 
ing plants in Britain. 


One final question. Would you advocate that 
communists who are miners or firefighters (for 
example) refuse on principle to join union mass 
meetings or abstain from union-sponsored ballots 
for strike action? 

I would therefore like to know more about the 
Communist Workers’ Organisation and its 
politics. Perhaps you could send me a sample 
of your paper to clarify for me tile other positions 
you hold. 

Yours in solidarity, 


Our Reply 

DearR. 

Thanks for your response to the leaflet which 
we find both serious and welcome since it gives 
us the chance to clarify the issues you raise. 


Timex is a case in point. We disagree with your 
‘Tact” that Timex has been such a heroic fight 
because it was one of the best union organised 
engineering plants in Britain. It is true that the 
workers there have received better support from 
their union than most have over the last decade 
or so but this is not just a reward for past loyalty 
to the union but also because Timex workers 
themselves were prepared to take their struggle 
to other workers. What they failed to do was to 
link up with other workers in struggle and this 
again takes us back to the nature of trades 
unionism. The Timex workers didn’t link up 
with the Yarrow workers or the Leyland Daf 
workers on Clydeside nor with the miners and 
railworkers and none of these have yet gener¬ 
alised their struggles to take in the fact that every 
struggle today is for all workers. This is what 
our constant message is. 

The second part of our message is that workers 
themselves have to run their own strikes and 
disputes and they must find means other than 
the unions to do this because today the unions 


are organisations of permanent accommodation 
with capitalism. Funds used to pay pensions to 
fulltime officials are hardly likely to be used, as 
they were in the last century for an out and out 
struggle by the workers who have paid into them. 

Finally to take up the issue of our position 
regarding what individual members of the CWO 
do in relation to the struggles of our class. In our 
Statutes we state that members are not only 
allowed to join unions but positively encouraged 
to do so wherever this gives them a greater 
possibility of an audience inside the working 
class. If you can only go to a meeting if you are 
a union member then it would be ridiculous to 
abstain from doing so (and we can then call for 
the meetings to open to all workers and for links 
with other sectors as well as suggesting ways 
which break down workers dependence on the 
unions). However we have no illusions about 
capturing the leadership of such unions since we 
have all seen that such attempts only compro¬ 
mise the would-be revolutionary. The unions 
don’t suffer simply from bad leadership as the 
Trotskyists pretend but are capitalist structures 
which drain the lifeblood from rank and file 
militants who become dependent on them. 
Again our statutes allow members to sit on strike 
committees but only as recallable delegates and 
always making clear their political sympathies. 
We want to be part of the open process of the 
development of class consciousness and not part 
of some trick to con workers into following a 
programme they don’t accept (we leave that to 
the Stalinists and Trotskyists). 

We obviously can’t answer all your questions 
fully without further discussion but we are 
sending you some of our past publications 
including the text of a speech a comrade recently 
made in a debate with Dave Douglass of Class 
War on this issue. We intend to edit this for 
publication in Workers ’ Voice 67 (due out soon) 1 . 
Also enclosed is a copy of the second leaflet we 
have given out at Timex (today). 
Internationalist communist greetings 
Jock 

(for the CWO) 

'Page 4 of this issue. 


Labour and the Unions — 
Keeping up the Con-trick 


Following their fourth successive General Elec¬ 
tion defeat the leaders of the Labour Party again 
started searching for a magic formula to con 
enough people into voting for them next time 
around. 

Alongside the usual Parliamentary games of 
saying rude things about the other political 
parties they went in for the other old favourite 
of selecting anew leader, although this time they 
managed to select one with a level of charisma 
about equal to a soggy sponge pudding. The new 
leadership promptly showed its worth by being 
the star turns in the Hyde Park mass diversion 
of the fight against the mine closures. 

The general thrust of the political posturing 
shows no signs of any significant change. Vague 
and ill-defined commitments to the remnants of 
the post-1945 welfarism are combined with calls 
for increased state intervention to increase the 
profitability of British capitalism. There are also 
clearly instances where by, for example, oppos¬ 
ing cuts to spending on the armed forces and calls 
for increased intervention in ex-Yugoslavia 
they are prepared to outdo the Government in 
the ideological and practical preparations for the 
drift to war. 

In order to stay within the mainstream of ruling- 
class thought they remain as keen as ever to 
distance themselves from the myth of ‘Union 
Power’, one of the great bogeys which the mass 
media use to terrify the electors. This struggle 
to pacify the media barons has caused tensions 
between the Trade Union leaders who leech off 


working class subscriptions and the Labour 
parliamentarians whose privileges are based on 
(largely) working class votes. 

In the run-up to the Patty election in the autumn 
it is clear that there will be a continuing wave 
of hot air in the papers and on the TV about the 
financial and political relationship between 
Labour and the Unions. On the one hand the 
centre of the Party leadership and certain Union 
leaders such as the AEEU will campaign against 
the Union block vote in order to maintain the 
distance from the ‘Union Power’ allegations. 

In the alternative camp there are other MP’s who 
believe that they can gain power by appealing 
to more traditional Labourism even to the point 
of posturing as fighters in the class snuggle. That 
group of windbags, with the ’Campaign’ group 
and their leftist cheerleaders at the centre, will 
form a bloc with those Trade Union leaders who 
believe that they might lose their perceived 
influence and consequently risk losing yet more 
of their subscription base. 

It is of course clear to Marxists and probably 
equally to the Labour and Trade Union parasites 
that this debate is precisely about form rather 
than substance. Quite simply, their roles as twin 
pillars of bourgeois society is not based on the 
Labour Party’s internal voting systems but in 
their combined and parallel tasks of leading 
workers into safe capitalist practices. 

Ever since the inception of the party the Union 
machines and the Labour Parliamentarians have 


maintained a symbiotic relationship. Whether 
they happen to be tacking to the right or the left 
both wings of the Labour movement have tied 
workers into capitalism. 

The reality of the ‘beer and sandwiches at No. 
10’ syndrome has been the Unions acting as 
recruitment sergeants in two world wars, the 
strikes of the early 1970's being defused by a 
Labour Government in 1974, and a string of 
austerity plans, social contracts, compacts etc. 
stretching out over the last 70 years. For those 
may have forgotten it was the Callaghan-Healey 
cuts of the 1977-9 period which prepared the way 
for the attacks of the Thatcher period. The 
working class resistance of the winter of discon¬ 
tent in 1979 ooly demonstrated to the ruling class 
(which encompasses all the parliamentary par¬ 
ties) that Labour would not be the instrument 
to attack the class best They could be saved until 
class militancy became too strong. Up to now 
they have not been needed but the cries from the 
likes of the Socialist Workers’ Party and the 
Trotskyists entryist groups to “Get the Tories 
Out” is entirely within the game plan of the 
capitalists. Whilst they might talk about being 
"revolutionary " these Labour hangers on are just 
the next wave of bourgeois mystification which 
the woricets will have to see through. But all these 
manoeuvres and lies can only work so long as 
the working class itself remains passive in the 
face of the attacks from all sides. 

The Labour Party and Trade Unions both depend 
on a combination of working-class passivity and 
decades of misrepresentation of the real nature 


of bourgeois society to hide the necessity for 
working-class struggle to overthrow the deca¬ 
dent capitalist order. 

The various factions within the Trade Union and 
Labour leadership may well keep on shadow 
boxing for some time. 

Whatever the outcome we know that if they 
achieve a parliamentary majority all factions 
will make sure that the workers are still bound 
hand and foot to the bosses and their system. 

KT 










Workers’ Voice 6 


Continued from Last Issue 


Imperialism 


st be of rough! 


The New World Order Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait was motivated by its sustain that belief until the reality breaks in: Secondly, the protagonists nw ^ , uu „ n , 

T , . ,, . need to settle its debts to Kuwait (through the capitalism’s crisis is not manageable. Then they equalstrength,as.ifapowercannothopetowi 

he C r ld Waf r“ '"T lts <[ lf > a" d to the major imperialists (by will try and solve the crisis by forcing each other against a stronger antagonist, it will retreat an. 
not and could not open a new era of peace, for exploiting the Kuwait oilfields and the prole- to pay an unacceptable part of the cost. look for allies, and it will tend to find them a 

imperialism has not gone with the collapse of tarians working there). In short, its annexation the stronger power will in zenerai have mor 

bm P ° Wer f ^ ussl ® lsstlU "npenalist, was to satisfy the imperialists’ thirst^or extra- A Return to Colonialism? enemies. ThuTprocess is one of manoue^in. 

but the boundaries of its spheres of influence profits and not to thwart that thirst. Repudiation prior to war, and it will become more and mon 

h ? V k V ''I??TccD l , reated t0 w,thln the fr °nhers of debts was never seen by the Iraqi bourgeoisie Because the USSRwaseconomically the weaker discemable in the future, 
ot the old USSR). as an option 4 . imperialism, it was less able to dominate its 

L re of influence primarily by economic In reality, this separation of the process i: 
5 In orHnr m « in imperialism somewhat schematic as these phases tend t< 

art to military occur together. 


The same economic base continues to exist and What worried the US in the Gulf conflict 
the conflict supported by it must also continue, the particular r61e played by Iraq within u,c ». «... .. •.„ 
even if the probable sides in the conflict have framework of imperialism. If Iraq was allowed domination of Eastern Europe, 
changed. At the moment the surviving major to continue the relative freedom granted to it Becomina more concrete the weakenino of rh< 

imperial's! powers co-operate to plunder the whentheUSanditsalliesneededitinanentirely As the US appears to be destined to be eco- US economy Ws-d-vi's Germany and Japan is < 
produce of the world s proletariat. But this different situation (that is, in the context of a nomically weaker than Japan and Germany in material basis for conflict, because its weakei 

DrSfitabJ 't SeS im Chn< h°T ®f° nom y nolongm'^usSfi^Mt^domiriSon 
-npenalism and of a Middle East the profitability, although the mass of US capital On the other hand, the weakening should not bt 
ifwhich was threatened by the Iranian will be greaterforsome time tocome), does this overemphasised. Neither Germany nor Japar 

” its disposal the mass of resources 


precondition for a warlike redivision. 



USSR in. _ . __ _ _ 

stability of which was threatened by the Iranian will be grealerforsome time tocome), does^his o._. » 

mean thatthe US toowill now beforced to resort has at u . c uku® u. resources nec- 

to direct military domination? The answer essary to take on the US on its own. This does 
appears to be yes, as evidenced by Grenada, not mean that the basis for the conflict is 
which is admittedly somewhat peripheral, removed, but it does mean that both Germany 
Panama, which is clearly vital to US interests, and Japan need allies in that conflict, 
and Somalia, despite the complicating factor of 

UN involvement. There can be no certainty here, but there seems 

_., .. to be three possibilities. First, Japan and Ger- 

The Somali case is particularly interesting, many reach an understanding against the US: 
Given that the US is not there to supply hu- second, Japan draws massive benefits and allies 
mamtanan aid (such a purpose would be un- fromitsrecenttumtoChina(incidently,present- 
precedenled in the history of imperialism), what dayjapanesepenetrationtherediffersimmensely 
are they therefor?The answer appears to be that from the ’30’s military adventures - today it 
it is imperialism on the cheap — the US seeks is on a base of economic superiority, and not to 
to demonstrate its power where it can do so in “protect” Manchuria etc. from more developed 
order to discipline others into accepting US powers) and other neighbours and faces the US 
world domination. More intractable problems while Germany preserves itself for conflict at 
like Bosnia and Cambodia find no US inter- a later stage; third, the rdles of Germany and 
vention. These are left to a weak UN to try to Japan are reversed, with Germany relying on the 
deal Wlth - EC (or more likely a rump of the EC) and 

whatever allies it can gather in Eastern Europe. 

The Future... 

..... ,. , Itshouldnotbeforgotten that there isatimebomb 

id to clairvoyance which ticking away in the crisis-ridden countries of the 
lo predict the future with former USSR. 


...and Who Pays for it 


The charts' displayed here supply some evi- "revolution”), then the US’s control over the infinite precision w ithout doing any w otk. Whai 

dence for the need for this redivision. The net price of petrol would be impaired. As the US has it does enable us to do is put empirical evidence 

export of finance capital is clearly a measure of oil reserves of its own, this control is a lever it into a framework which lays down the limits 
the strength of an economy as imperialist. It possesses over its rivals. within which the creativity of history must go The working class is already paying for capi- 

reflects the ability of an economy to generate aboutitsbusiness.Althoughthe”space”between talism’s crisis in a hundred and one ways. The 

capital (or drain it from elsewhere in a previous That these rivals supported (with a little bit of these limits can never be reduced to zero, the bourgeoisie of each imperialism rubs i 
round of eXDOTt) and offer it at more “cenerous” ommhlino^ thf* “rnalitinn” chnwc that nr that more work f u “* J --*'-—* i*. w- -1-• * 


round of export) and offer it at more “generous” grumbling) the “coalition” shows that, at that more work that is done the narrower the gap when it is able to draw workers into its 
termsthantheimpoiter’scapitalists.despiteany time, how strong the imperialists’ belief thatthey becomes. petition. For example, the US has compensated 

barriers the importing country might erect. could manage the crisis jointly was. To break foritsrelativelyantiquatedproductiveapparatus 

with the US would have been to break with this From a general perspective we can see that (one survey some years ago put the average age 
And there has been a veritable revolution here. consensus5. although war is inevitable under imperialism, of US industrial plant at 25 years, of German 

From being the world’s largest exporter of generalised war between imperialists will not plant at 10 years and the figure for Japan was 

finance capital in 1981, the US imported in 1991 Ex-Yugoslavia happen until certain conditions have been ful- 8 years!) by depressing wages. According tothe 

roughly three times as much as it previously 


| CENTRAL STATE FINANCES including sums outstanding] 


x US 
• JAPAN 


ed.andGermanyandJapanbothexported Here the conflicts between the imperialists are 
in 1991 roughly twice what the US exported a becoming more visible although they are still 
decade earlier 3 . contained within the consensus. Germany, and 

to a lesser extent other powers like Italy, sup- 
The figures regarding state indebtedness reveal ported the drawing of relatively developed 
both the extent to which the crisis is hitting the Croatia and Slovenia away from the Yugoslav 
state and how faraway from classical liberalism federation, as these republics provided a better 
capitalism has come — rather than cutting back environment for export of capital (see Workers' 
on state “interference” in the economy, the state Voice 58). On the other hand, the US at first 
sinks into debt because that interference is vital, opposed this split, in order to impede Germany’s 
interests, and later, when it became a question 
Having had this brief glance at the actual figures of preempting an intervention by Europe, 
which demonstrate the instability of capitalism supported the UN’s entry. How little the US is 
(but do not in any way determine the fine detail really opposed to Serbia’s attempts to grab 
of that instability), we can now look at some of territory and put a spoke in Germany’s wheel 
the world’s recent history. is revealed by its past insistence that the arms 

embargo applies as much to Bosnia as to Serbia. 

Iraq: an Exception? This meant that Bosnia remained handicapped 

by its previous poor military resources, while 
Was Iraq a potential exception to the rale that Serbia retained its military advantage, 
anationa! state is no longerable to utilise national 

independence to develop economic independ- Germany wants Bosnia to be a buffer state to 
ence?Afterall,itdefiedallthe“coalition”forces shelter Croatia while it drains value from this 
in the Gulf War, apparently to defend that country, while the US wants a stable situation 
’ J not dominated by Germany or the EC. But both 

Germany and the US are constrained by the filled. Firstly, the powers have to become Economist, the average real hourly wage of US 



The answer has to be nc 


desiretoavoidopenconflictbetween themselves, convinced that they cannot manage the crisis workers has decreased by 13% over "the past 
so both hide their support for the local forces peacefully, negotiating the share the burden they decade, while West German and Japanese 
We must first remember that Iraq’s military behind the UN’s intervention, and the US wants will inflict on each other. As, in reality, they workers had small increases (more than offset, 
might was built up by the West because it was to avoid the early annihilation of Bosnia, and so cannot peacefully manage the crisis, it is in- without a doubt, by increases in exploitation), 
their agent. It was the CIA in 1980 who urged has reversed its earlier policy of advocating the evitable that they realise that, and they will seek But just this shows the way for Japanese and 
him to attack Iran to defend US interests. But blockade. to force each other to take more and more. The German bosses to perform the same trick and 

when it became clear that Iraq was becoming first stage in this is the drift towards trade war. deprive the US of this particular competitive 

a regional imperialist power on the back of that However, this desire to avoid face to face This is already happening (the long drawn out advantage, by pushing ’’their" workers’ wages 

support, the West (which had a profitable arms confrontation is dependent on the sustaining of failure to reach a GATT agreement is itself due down, 

trade with Iraq until then) pulled the plug, the beliefthat the imperialist powers can manage to imperialist manouevring). The second stage 

Saddam’s regime was left only with debts. their crisis peacefully, negotiating which por- is when trade war becomes war. And if workers do not develop the capacity to 

tionofthe burden each carries, and they can only fight the bosses’ little tricks in the trade war. and 


continued on facing page 
















































Aid to Russia won’t buy stability 

meeting oftheG7 in April, the 7 of Russia over last winter which held out the The conflicts between the maior^nwersacoel- TKa t is -li— au, ... 


At the Tokyo meeting of the G7 in April, the 7 
most powerful countries in the world announced 
a $43 Billion aid package to Russia. This 


before we start to feel that at long last the world 
leaders are getting together to do something 
about the terrible situation in Russia and that 
may be this could lead to greater cooperation 
over Yugoslavia it is necessary to look behind all 
the fine words. When we do, any feeling of 
confidence in the ruling class's ability to work 
together for the good of humanity will soon be 
dispelled. 

The announcement of this aid package has 


has*blen announced previously, and much is 
simply a renegotiation of debt repayments. 


“ The new package should be something in which 
every Russian can feel the West's helping hand " 
(A Japanese official at the Tokyo meeting). This 
image of a united 'west' helping out Russia is 
very reassuring after months of growing eco¬ 
nomic and political tensions between the coun¬ 
tries of the West. However, this common 'con¬ 
cern' for the situation in Russia does not mark a 
growing cooperation, but a moment where im¬ 
perialist interests coincide. 

Confronted with the accelerating destablisation 


Russia over last winter which held out the The conflicts between the major^wers accel- The US cannot allow this missive ar.__ 

prospect of its economic and political collapse, erates chaos, but this is not a conscious policy. 7,500 nuclear war heads and tens of thousands of 
die major powers had to do something. Such, a In order to carry out their imperialist ambitions, tactical weapons, shells, mines etc to fall into 
disintegration "could plunge Russia into the thegreatpowersdon'twanttoseetheirpotential the hands of its enemies. Neither Germany nor 
chaos that has overtaken the Balkans , as a sphere of influence descend into chaos nor to Japan process nuclear weapons. The USriso 
formgn policy adviser to President Clinton was find themselves hit by the fell-out from such wants to stop them going to its other more 
quoted as say mg. Moreover, thischaoswouldbe destabilisation. secondary rivals. 

on a far lyger scale and be amplified by the The insanity of trying to stabilise a situation in Russia also plays an important role in Ameri- 
presence of nuclear weapons/The whole of Asia order to better confront one’s enemies is taken can imperialism's geopolitical strategy against 
and Eastern Europe would be sucked into it. one step further in the case of Russia. This is its enemies. It acts as a counter weight to 
have 'm' f 115 * ’ ** majo V ow « rs because Russia has gone from being the US’s Germany in Eastern Europe, and to Japfn and 

have be® able to agree an aid package fpr main enemy to being its ally. Thus, when China in the Far East. It ma“no longer be^super 
Rnss |a , this m no way means the tensions be- Germany and Japan agree to aid Russia they are power, and its military machine is limping 
tween them are lessening. Far from it Just as the supporting one of their main rivals and strength- along, but it is still a force to be reckoned with 
growing chaos in Russia is the product of the eninc the hand of the ITS b by its neighbours. “ ,uroc " 00 wun 

The Russian Defence Minister, General 
Grachev, has also made it clear that its policy is 
favourable towards the US "The military in 
Russia and NATO face many common tasks 
which should be tackled for the soke of the 
world" mie Guardian . 23.3.93). 

One of these “common tasks" has been to help 
the US in its struggle against German imperial¬ 
ism in Yugoslavia. Russian support (arms, food 
etc) for the Serbs, was of great use to the US in 
1991 and 92 when it supported the Serb's war 
against the German backed Croatia. This war 
saw the levelling of Vuckovar by the Serbs in 
Autumn 1991. There was no out cry then by the 
US. However, due to the power struggle in 
Russia, where the conservatives supported the 
Serbs, America has not been able to put too much 
pressure on Yeltsin to turn off this support, for 
fear of strengthening the conservatives. This, 
along with the counter moves by the Germans 
and French, has blocked the US's efforts to 
impose its political and military domination in 
this area, thus frustrating its aim to block and 
even push back German imperialism’s offensive 
in the Balkans. It now looks as if this blockage 
of US strategy is beginning to loos®. At the 
Vancouver Summit in April the US and Yeltsin 
came to a secret agreement that, in exchange for 
more aid, Yeltsin would put pressure on Serbia. 
With this aid and the op® backing of the US, 
Yeltsin andcrewhave been able to gain the upper 
handagainst the conservatives, which will be put 
to the test in the referendum on 25 April. 
Undoubtedly they are also starting to put the 
squeeze on the Serb bourgeoisie as well, 
collapse of the USSR (see our “Theses on the Russiat imperialist ally of the USA yv f , lhI „ , h ,, h 

collapse of the Eastern Bloc", International We should not underestimate the importance of SoourleLrs“m toToreuTYeltem holds 

. ‘ ' "“““I'cy ..For America and 0 ut no prospect of a better worldbut ev® more 

' ”' onume " ,aL imperialist conflicts. US imperialism has made 

roir n enoe n nur c | ear determination to build its alliance with 
, - . - , Russia, while its main rivals have had to help 

ceed wewtll ^succeed (Warr® Chnstopher, finance ^ Ml of ^ wiU on]y heighten ^ 

imperialist interests. The rule will be‘look after Christopher^ may dress up US interests in hu- the'iroos'hion acainst^ussia md 

number one, and the devil take the hindmost ‘.as manism, but fois should not detract from the us G S ermany ^gh pushing ^Croatian! 
each national bourgeois,e uses every possible .mportance of this statement, and Clinton s even harder to make net gains and building up 
means - and military means in particular - to recent affirmation that the situation in Russia is it<t : n TT i,4: nA 

protect its own interests a, its rivals expense, of greater importance than Yugoslavia. The US, ^mmce w^ Chi^ a^d workTo 

and to fight for even the most insignificant through these commmts and the many others it wuhGermany^th^notclmig up the 

market, the least scrap of influence and power, has issued recently, is warning its rivals not to tens ; on , even more /’j aI i while the 

In renlirv the future thnt rnnitnlism hot to offer ....... iltmt nf tnnna to iim tl,„ imtakilifv in , . _ e nue the 

workers in Russia will see their living conditions 
deteriorate even more. Some helping hand!!! 


. 60, for a more detailed analysis of the Russia to US foreign 

reasons for the collapse), the growing tensions the world, the stake 
between the great powers are also a product of This is the greatest strategic challenge of ou 
that monunrental historical event: "The end of time. If they (pro-democracy reformers) si 

the two blocs will also mean the end of any ceed.v, ’" " ’" --’ 

restraint in each country’s pursuit of its - 

imnerialist interests . The rule will he ‘loot 


In reality, the future that capitalism has to offer even think of trying to use the instability in 
humanity is the greatest chaos history has ever Russia to further their own ends. 

i”(Manifestoofthe9thCongressoftheICC, The US’s determination to do this is 


1991) 


above all, to Russia's massive nuclear arsenal. 


North Korea: US’s new whipping boy 


In the last few months North Korea has be® at 
the centre of disputes over its development of 
nuclear weapons and its declaration of a state of 
'semi-war' in response to joint US and South 
Korean military manoeuvres. It has be® la¬ 
belled the 'new Iraq’. However, the fact that 
these disputes are arising now is neither an 
accid®t, nor the work of a maverick, but a 
consequ®ce of the new imperialist rivalries that 
have developed in the wake of the collapse of the 
two blocs led by US and Russian imperialism. In 
particular, they are part of the USA’s effort to 
resist any weakening of its power around the 
globe 

North and South Kor® have been an arena for 
confrontation betwe® rival imperialist powers 
since they emerged after the Second World War 
under the auspices of the USSR and the US 
respectively. The Korean War of 1950-53 was a 
key monrent in the struggle betwe® the two 
blocs, sacrificing the lives of up to three million 
workers and poor peasants. 

Imperialist reshuffles in the Far East 
In the wake of the collapse of the two imperialist 
blocs every nation has be® driven to assert its 
own interests. This has led to new alignnrents 
and to new confrontations around the globe. 


In the Far East, Jap® md China, two nations 
who were previously members of the Americ® 
bloc, are today struggling to assert themselves as 
regional powers with their own imperialist inter¬ 
ests. This trajectory inevitably turns them against 
the US md will tend to draw them towards the 
Franco-Germ® regroupment. 

Moreover, the support given by the US to 
Russia can only aggravate this situation since 
both countries have territorial disputes with 
Russia. All of this gives them a degree of 
common interest, which was highlighted by the 
recent visit of the Japanese Emperor to China. 
This visit is all the more remarkable considering 
that these two countries have been enemies since 
the beginn ing of the twmtieth emtury 

Traditionally, China md Jap® have fought 
each other for the control of this part of the Far 
East; these rivalries still exist md could be 
importmt obstacles in the path of a foil allimce 
between the two countries. But for the moment 
they both have a co mm on interest in resisting the 
USA’s attempts to assert its authority md con¬ 
trol in this part of the globe. 

Korea: a stake in the imperialist game 
It is in this context that Korea has assumed a new 
importance. On the one hmd China seeks to 


remain on close terms with North Kor®, not 
least because of its military signifiemee, md on 
the other it has sought to develop relations with 
South Korea, principally by giving it official 
recognition. The purpose of this is to reduce 
Americ® influence in the ar®, which is essen¬ 
tial if China is to become a dominmt regional 
power. This has led to some tensions with North 
Korea, including attacks on Chinese fishing 
boats and the blocking of m assassination at¬ 
tempt on the president of South Kor®. 

For the US, South Kor® is m importmt 
strategic base allowing it to exert influ®® 
throughout the Far East. 

Today, it has additional import®® in that it 
stmds between Jap® md China. The US cur¬ 
rently has 35,000 to 38,000 troops there md has 
including fighter aircraft. 

Last year foe US suspended its annual military 
exercise in South Kor®. This y®r, the 
manoeuvres were resumed with reinforcemmts 
bringing the US presen® to 55,000. At foe same 
time foe International Atomic Energy Agmcy 
demanded from North Korea access to suspected 
nucl®r weapon installations under threat of UN 
sanctions, md even of military strikes against 
these installations. These disputes me first md 
foremost a pretext for foe US to assert its power 


in the region. North Kor® is playing for foe 
USA a similar role to that played by Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq. Presenting foe Stalinist regime 
of North Kor® as a maverick state that refuses 
to abide by international law md pos® a threat 
to world pea® provid® foe USA with a very 
good excuse for throwing its weight around md 
issuing scarcely-veiled warnings to its rivals. 

A second aspect of foe USA’s tactics is that 
they are an attempt to force China into a position 
where it has to choose between North or South 
Kor®. The US hop® that with this plm it could 
thus frustrate China’s overall aims md possibly 
insert a wedge between it md Japm, sin® the 
latter is strongly opposed to North Korea having 
nuclear arms. North Kor® initially responded 
by withdrawing from the IAEA and declaring a 
state of 'semi-war', closing its border md im¬ 
posing a curfew. China took a much more 
cautious line calling for the dispute to be settled 
through diplomatic means and pushing North 
Kor® to agr® to ’temporary inspections'. But 
it's not really in foe USA’s interests to settle this 
dispute. It needs whipping boys like North 
Kor® be®use it is more md more compelled to 
defend its global position through asserting its 
military strength. Pavel 
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10th Congress of the International Communist Current 

The revolutionary organisation and 
the recovery of the class struggle 


The ICC recently held its 10th international 
congress. The international congress is its most 
important organisational moment. It expresses 
its collective life, the unity of its principles, and 
its political homogenisation on an international 
scale. The congress has a particular importance 
which requires several months preparation by all 
its militants. The organisation makes a balance 
sheet of its activity over the past two years, and 
examines the validity of its analyses of the 
international situation, in particular on the class 
struggle, and traces perspectives for the period 
to come. However, the ICC is not self-suffi¬ 
cient: it is in the avant-garde of the whole 
working class. It therefore gives an account of 
the work of its international congress to the 
whole class. 

Constant analysis of the acceleration of 

The 9th international congress, in 1991, con¬ 
firmed the validity of the ICC’s analytical frame¬ 
work of the entry of decadent capitalism into its 
phase of decomposition. The latter summarised 
the historic stakes posed by the collapse of the 
eastern bloc, the disintegration of the USSR, the 
disappearance of the western bloc, the growing 
chaos of the world situation, and the Gulf War, 
which was the first imperialist conflict of this 
new period. This congress took account of the 
reflux of class consciousness at that time. This 
was expressed in a temporary loss of a historic 
perspective, and accompanied by a break in 
combativity caused by current events as well as 
by the campaign on the ‘death of communism'. 
The congress also issued an appeal to the serious 
groups of the proletarian political milieu to 
stimulate a discussion within it, and underlined 
the significance of the emergence of small mi¬ 
norities of the working classlooking for clarifi¬ 
cation and revolutionary militant activity. These 
minorities were the sign that, despite die tempo¬ 
rary reflux, the proletariat had not suffered the 
sort of defeat which would threaten the present 
historic course toward decisive class confronta- 

In these conditions the 9th congress had to 
maintain the coherence and general vision of the 
ICC on the international situation, to prevent the 
organisation from getting left behind by the 
acceleration of history, and to explain the causes 
of the events that the working class was living 
through. It had to try and limit the effects of the 
reflux of its consciousness and militancy, and to 
show the class the validity of the revolutionary 
perspective. This congress made the tasks of 
theoretical deepening, of propaganda and dis¬ 
cussion with people looking for clarification, a 
priority so that the work of the organisation 
could have the most solid basis. 

Since 1991, the historical situation has contin¬ 
ued to accelerate. The 10th Congress of the ICC 
drew a positive balance-sheet of the organisa¬ 
tion’s capacity to follow the international situa¬ 
tion closely and foresee the main lines of its 
evolution. The dizzying rush of events can lead 
the superficial observer into schematism or specu¬ 
lation. The congress, however, was able to 
reaffirm, in the courseof its work, the dialectical 
method of marxism. Only this method can un¬ 
derstand both the globality and the details of 
present events. 

Capitalism sinks further into recession, 
wars, and chaos 

The implacable development of the decomposi¬ 
tion of capitalism has left its mark on all aspects 
of the world situation. Imperialist tensions be¬ 
tween all countries are increasing, giving rise to 
new wars in all comers of the world, while old 
conflicts remain unresolved. The sharpening 
conflict between the great powers is leading, 
albeit with considerable obstacles, to the future 
formation of two new antagonistic imperialist 
blocs (around the only viable candidates - Ger¬ 
many and the United States). On every continent 
this increasingly sordid conflict is influencing 
all the regional conflicts. The political scandals 
within the dominant class of the most stable 
countries and the coups d’etat and ethnic or 
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religious conflicts in the weakest countries re¬ 
veal the chaos that has penetrated every aspect of 


production. It is absurd because millions of 
human beings are threatened with starvation in 
the third world and hundreds of millions of 
workers are thrown into the street and con¬ 
demned to poverty in the most developed coun¬ 
tries solely because there is overproduction of 
goods which, due to the blind laws of capitalist 
profit, cannot find buyers. All these aspects: 
economic crisis, imperialist conflicts and chaos 

aggravate each other in an unending barbaric 

For example, the chaos of the war in ex- 
Yugoslavia is not isolated from the world situa¬ 
tion, but a microcosm of all the worsening 
contradictions of capitalism in decomposition. 
If we can, of course, find the origin of this war 
in the conflicts between the different cliques of 
the local bourgeoisies, the ethnic conflicts sharp¬ 
ened by decomposition have very quickly be¬ 
come a terrain for the rivalries and alliances of 
the great powers. 

A turning point in the reflux of the working 

However, the aspect of the international situa¬ 
tion which the 10th Congress has underlined the 
most is that the struggles of the international 
proletariat are reluming to the front of the 

historicalataee. providing a counter-tendency to 

the growing barbarism of capitalism , and openly 
revealing the validity of an historic course to¬ 
wards decisive class confrontations which can 
open up a new revolutionary wave of the world 
proletariat. 

The 10th congress ratified and deepened the 
analysis of the ICC on the turning point in the 
class struggle. The proletariat is pulling itself 
out of a situation of profound retreat in its 
consciousness, of the momentary loss of any 
perspective for a better society among the major¬ 
ity of the working class; it is also emerging from 
a retreat in its militancy, the result of a feeling of 
powerlessness freed with the events of the world. 
The proletariat is beginning the recovery of its 
militancy, of its class struggles, faced with the 
fact that capitalism, far from entering a “new 
world order", leads to a situation where the 
conditions of life for the working class are going 
to worsen more and more, both because of the 
incessant aggravation of the crisis and of the 
multiplication of the threats of war. Thus, dur¬ 
ing the last months, we have seen, following the 
massive and very combative struggles of the 
proletariat in Italy in Autumn 92, the demonstra¬ 
tions of workers in Britain against the pit clo¬ 
sures, expressions of combativity in the prole¬ 
tariat in Germany against massive redundancies, 
as well as struggles in other European countries 
and other continents. 

However, the present rise in workers’ strug¬ 
gles does not mean that the proletariat has 
recovered, or will rapidly recover, a long term, 
revolutionary perspective. The working class 
will have to travel a difficult road to spread its 
class consciousness. The period of struggles 
which is opening up today will be crucial in 
allowing the working class to be reminded of 
and to reappropriate the experiences of the last 
twenty years of its struggle against the bourgeoi¬ 
sie and its instruments of domination, including 
all forms of union. This period will be vital for 
permitting it to regain confidence in its own 
strength, to renew the search for solidarity and 
the extension and unification of its struggles. 

The Congress did not underestimate the diffi¬ 
culties that the working class will have in finding 
its way again. The explosion of massive and 
militant struggles in Italy marked the end of the 
period of retreat in combativity in the working 
class on an international scale. However, the 
workers in Italy are one of the most experienced 
sectors of the world proletariat and the least 
disorientated by the collapse of Stalinism. It 
will, then, be some time before struggles as 


extensive as those in Italy are produced in other 
countries. What we are participating in is a rise 
in struggles, certainly in several countries and 


struggles, characterised by great difficulty in 
detaching themselves from union control and 
even, for the most part, in breaking with isola¬ 
tion and attempting to extend to other sectors. 
The congress of the ICC clearly affirmed that the 
bourgeoisie is sharpening all its weapons against 
the proletariat, whether the unions, especially 
"rank and file” or “radical" unions, or the left 
wing parties. The congress also brought to light 
that the bourgeoisie attempts equally to use the 
effects of the decomposition of its own system to 
lead the proletariat away from its own terrain of 
struggle and lure it into dead ends, for example 
by presenting it with the false alternative of 
“defending democratic institutions or allowing 
free rein to the growth of fascism, racism and 
xenophobia”. 

The congress also drew attention to the diffi¬ 
culties which workers free at the present time in 
launching strikes, given the threat of redundan¬ 
cies which weighs on their minds all the time, 
and the inability of strikes factory by factory to 
defend their living and working conditions. In 
this sense it is probable that street demonstra¬ 
tions will become the place for workers to meet 
and to struggle, to unify the demands and the 
objectives, to identify and evaluate their strength, 
and to prepare and to develop the struggle, and 
that such demonstrations will have a greater 
importance than strikes (which doesn't mean to 
say that the latter won't also have an impor¬ 
tance). On the other hand the congress has not 
lost sight of the possibility, with the new waves 
of massive redundancies, for the unemployed to 
occupy aplacc in the struggles; here again, street 
demonstrations could be a place for solidarity, 
for the workers who are employed to meet and 
unify with those who have been laid off. 

The ICC faces up to its responsibilities 
Thus, in continuity with the 9th congress, the 
10th international congress of the ICC had to 
confirm the validity of theorganisation’s frame¬ 
work of analysis, and to bring it up to date, faced 
with the acceleration of historic events. How¬ 
ever, the 10th congress also had to take up 
another, more important challenge, determined 
by the change in the situation of the working 
class, the increase in its militancy and the rise of 

delermined intervention in the next class strug¬ 

gles . While recognition that these straggles 
won’t necessarily bavea massive character at the 
beginning, that they will perhaps not show much 
possibilityofextension, theICCmustbepresent, 
to animate them, to bring out their potential, and 
at the same time to denounce the manoeuvres of 
the bourgeoisie and to put the workers on their 
guard against the useless waste of energy that 
long isolated struggles can cause in their ranks. 
While being aware that the weight of the retreat 
in consciousness still persists in the majority of 
the proletariat, the ICC must, in each struggle, 
put forward the common interests of the work¬ 
ing class, both immediate and historic, beyond 
the interests of this or that group of workers, of 
this or that factory or sector. 

With the preoccupation that history is acceler¬ 
ating more and more and that we are entering a 
new period of proletarian straggles, the inten¬ 
tional congress reaffirmed the necessity to 
strengthen the international centralisation of the 
ICC, which constitutes the axis of all its activity 
and determines the accomplishment of all its 
tasks. To give an idea of what this international 
functioning represents, it is enough to see how 
the capacity of the organisation to talk with a 
single voice in a dozen countries can be an added 
strength for the working class to the extent that 
the experiences of the struggles in certain coun¬ 
tries can have repercussions in the working class 
of other countries, which is all the more impor¬ 
tant because the bourgeoisie organises an inter¬ 
national black out of the most significant strag¬ 
gles of the proletariat (as was the case with the 


the life of the bourgeoisie. The economic crisis 
has reached a level never seen before, hUting particularly at the heart of capitalism, in West- 
even the most powerful countries with fiill force, ^em Europe; but it is a question of dispersed 
and revealing the absurdity of this mode of 


struggles inltaly), and because italways presents 
defeats as “victories” (as when they are caught in 
the union traps). 

The congress emphasised the necessity to rein¬ 
force the ICC’s main tools of intervention: the 
territorial publications and the International 
Review . Concerning the first it is a question of 
both deepening our positions and improving the 
readability of our press, of making marxism 
express itself in a living way. Concerning the 
International Review , the congress underlined 
its quality, a real expression of the capacity of the 
ICC to fulfil its role as a pole of theoretical and 
political clarification. 

The 10th congress also put forward the need 
for the ICC to conduct a more determined 
intervention towards the other groups in the 
proletarian political milieu. The congress also 
drew attention to the negative evolution of the 
parasitic groups whose destructive attitude to¬ 
wards this milieu places them outside it. 

The 10th international congress of the ICC was 
extremely positive for our organisation, and we 
are convinced that it was equally positive for the 
working class as a whole. The ICC left the 
congress better armed to fulfill its responsibili¬ 
ties in the period to come, to conduct a deter¬ 
mined intervention in the struggles and to give 
the working class a clear and coherent revolu¬ 
tionary political orientation. This congress was 
a manifestation of the internationalist, militant, 
unitary, solid, and critical spirit which perma¬ 
nently animates the ICC as an international 
revolutionary organisation. In a certain way, it 
can be considered by the working class as a 
mirror in which it can see its own potential 
reflected. It's this potential to develop its strug¬ 
gles and unify them on the international level 
which makes the world working class the only 
force capable of putting an end to capitalist 
barbarism and saving humanity. 
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The assertion that the war in the Balkans is 
irrational will not surprise many readers. The 
press and television have shown us the ‘insanity; 
‘evil’, and the anachronism of the present con¬ 
flicts. From the marxist point of view, however, 
the term ‘irrational’ has quite a different mean¬ 
ing to the one given it by the media pundits and 
their paymasters. The war, according the latter, 
doesn't conform to eternal moral values like 
peace, justice and democracy. For marxists, 
rejecting the hypocrisy of ‘humanitarianism’, 
the war expresses the irrationality of an eco¬ 
nomic system in decline and decomposition. It is 
this system as a whole that has become a dead¬ 
end for humanity, and needs to be overthrown by 
the international struggle of the working class. 

Some revolutionary organisations that defend 
this internationalist perspective, while aspiring 
to a marxist analysis of events, believe that the 
involvement of the great powers in the Balkans 
has rational economic motives: 

“All the leading European countries as well as 
the United States have had significant roles to 
play. British, German, Italian, American bosses 
havesold arms to the various Yugoslav republics 
and have supported them either openly or se¬ 
cretly for two basic reasons: 

- so that they can make profits from arms and 
munitions sales; 

- to keep up links with the republics which 
might provide them with markets for their own 
goods and investment opportunities. In other 
words, they are being used as pawns in the 
international game of inter-imperialist ri valries 
that is underway. ” Statement distributed by the 
International Bureau for the Revolutionary Party 
(which includes the British group the Commu¬ 
nist Workers Organisation) and the Gruppe 
Intemationalistische Kommunisten of Austria. 
Published in Internationalist Communist Re¬ 
view no. 11, 1993). 

For these groups, the manoeuvres of the great 
powers around Yugoslavia flow basically from 
commercial interests: these powers have sup¬ 
posedly made a rational economic appraisal and 
consequently expect a return on their ‘invest¬ 
ment' in the Balkans. 

It is true that the Western imperialist powers do 
not neglect their commercial interests and rival¬ 
ries for one minute. It is quite wrong, however, 
to cite these interests and rivalries as the 'basic' 
reason for the imperialist intervention of the 
great powers in Yugoslavia and elsewhere. Such 
an explanation, first, simply doesn’t conform to 
reality. Yugoslavia, like the rest of Eastern 
Europe, was bankrupt even before the present 
destruction and dismemberment of the country 
further added to its insolvency. From 1986-91 
Yugoslavia had an average annual inflation rate 
of over 300%. In the last decade the economy 
declined 2% on average per year. Any markets 
and investment opportunities, alter the devasta¬ 
tion of the conflict, will be extremely limited, 
and couldn't possible match the enormous cost 
to the great powers of being a military 'player' 
in the present situation. 

Nor is the present conflict a significant outlet 
for arms sales. On the contrary, the United States 
armed forces, and the United Nations forces 
under their domination, are looking to establish 
their own military presence. Furthermore the 
US has continued to insist that the Bosnian 
Muslims, whose cause it is temporarily defend¬ 
ing, remain subject to an arms sales embargo. 
The basic reason for the participation of the main 
imperialist powers in this conflict is not for the 
prospect of economic gain. On the contrary, in 
this conflict, and others today, the explanation 
lies in the logic ofimperialistwar,in capitalism’s 
decadence; a logic which flows from the eco¬ 
nomic impasse of the system and further contrib¬ 
utes to the bankruptcy of the latter (1). 

Marxism explains reality with the method of 
historical materialism. This means searching for 
the ultimate causes of unfolding events, such as 


wars, in the dynamics of the relations of produc¬ 
tion and their different historic phases. Histori¬ 
cal materialism is not accountancy. 

In the ascendant phase of capitalism wars did 
often give a powerful push to economic develop¬ 
ment, and were therefore frequently 'advanta¬ 
geous' to the rival capitalist nations, which 
engaged in them. These wars tended to be 
restricted to theimmediate combatants, involved 
a limited amount of the warring nations re¬ 
sources, which tended to be more than compen¬ 
sated by subsequent enrichment(2). The onset of 
capitalist decadence changed the nature of the 
armed competition that took place between capi¬ 
talist powers. New outlets for the development 
of capitalist production decreased in relative 
terms. War became a means to fight over the 
existing spoils. As a result, war became a whirl¬ 
pool which drew all the main capitalist powers 

War this century has squandered human life in 
tens of millions, both in the civilian and military 
sectors. It lays waste vast quantities of accumu¬ 
lated labour: buildings, transportation, facto¬ 
ries. It leads to the ruin of the entire economic 
system. Economic activity is increasingly re¬ 
stricted to the pursuit of war. The inherent laws 
of capitalist production have come up against 
their historic limits - tending to destroy the 
productive forces rather than develop them. The 
more capitalism sinks into the crises of its 
decadent phase, the more the logic of militarism 
imposes itself, even though militarism itself is 
no more capable than other policies of providing 
a solution to the economic contradictions of the 

In the Balkans today the manoeuvres of the 
great powers, as well as the war between the 
local gangs, flow from imperialist objectives 
which have no economic rationality. The con¬ 
text of generalised imperialist rivalry forces 
each state to participate in the deadly game. The 
United States is trying, with its British ally, to 
re-assert its world hegemony, particularly in 
Europe. At the same time its erstwhile ally, 
Germany, is seeking to carve out a sphere of 
influence with a view to creating an imperialist 
bloc of its own. The inevitable result of these 
strategies both in ex-Yugoslavia and elsewhere 
in the future is more destruction, both through 
military action and through the crippling cost of 
this action on the already bankrupt economies of 
the imperialist powers, large and small. 

In the present period another factor further 
accentuates the irrationality of imperialist war. 
The decomposition of capitalism has created a 
counter-tendency to the formation of new impe¬ 
rialist blocs: the struggle of ‘each against all’, 
particularly on the peripheries of world capital¬ 
ism, which contains the possibility that war will 
spiral out of control. 

When revolutionaries argue that the dynamic 
of capitalist war can be explained by the search 
for arms sales, or for market opportunities in 
devastated areas, they give marxism a bad name. 
They minimise the seriousness of the world 
situation facing the working class, mask the 
decadence and decomposition of capitalism and 
obscure the urgency of the historic alternative: 
socialism or barbarism. 

War is one of the most decisive questions that 
the working class has to face, not only because 
it is the main victim of war, as cannon fodder and 
as a labour force subjected to unprecedented 
levels of exploitation, but also because war is 
one of the essential factors in the development of 
a consciousness of the bankruptcy of capitalism, 
of the barbarism towards which it is leading the 
human race. FS 

1) The IBRP also reduced the explanation for 
the Gulf War to one of commercial interest - a 
war for oil. Blindness to the global stakes of 
imperialist conflict in this period is not new. For 


a more detailed analysis of the incomprehension 
of this question in the proletarian political 
milieu see International Review No72. 

2) An unprecedented period of prosperity for 
both victor and vanquished followed theFranco- 
Prussian War of 1870. See International Re¬ 
view 52 and 53 for a discussion of the different 
role war plays according to the rise or decline 
of the capitalist system. 
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Clinton unveils his austerity package 


The inauguration of a new Democratic 
tration, headed by Bill Clinton, rather than being 
to the advantage of the American working class, 
as all the liberal and leftist media claptrap would 
have us believe, has already resulted in a renewed 
attack on the living and working conditions of 
workers in the United States. 

By talking the language of the ‘New Deal’ of 
the 1930s, the new administration hopes to 
hoodwink workers into thinking that the new 
regime is a 'caring' alternative to the days of 
Bush and Reagan. 

Clinton's austerity programme personifies the 
ideological switch to ‘a little more state interven¬ 
tion'. In contrast to Reagan and Bush, there is no 
mention of relying on ‘maiket forces' 
growth and prosperity. ". 


decision to switch from a global nuclear \ 
strategy to one relying on smaller, mobile rapid 
deployment forces, necessitated by the changed 
historic situation. 

No change for the working class 
Despite months of campaign promises about tax 
relief for the working class, Clinton’seconomic 
team has made it abundantly clear that there will 
be no tax break for working people. Quite the 
contrary. Plans are underway to raise^taxes, in 
particular on the price of petrol. This is irjpic 
as this was used against Perot's election promise 
to raise the tax on petrol by 50 cents. Plans are 
also underway to create a national sales and 


attack the working class, but not head on. This is 
done particularly through the state, through cuts 
in social programmes and tax increases. 

The man from ‘Hope’ prepares new attacks 
on the working class 

Since the November election, the capitalist me¬ 
dia has been gushing with optimism for the 
future. Bill Clinton's election, we are told, offers 
‘hope’ for change. Of course the only 'hope' that 
a Clinton presidency personifies is the hope of the 
ruling class that it can put one over on the 
working class - and buy some time in delaying the 
outbreak of workers’ defensive actions against 
lay-offs and wage cuts. The aim of this ideologi¬ 
cal campaign is to deceive workers into thinking 
that things will change for the better, and that 
there will be no need for struggle. 

Despite the 'new look’ presidency at the White 
House, with its 'New Deal’ rhetoric the Clinton 
administration is about to unleash a new round of 
attacks against the working class. 

No change for US imperialism 
Clinton is committed to imperialist military in¬ 
tervention overseas. Indeed this was one of the 
main reasons that the American bourgeoisie 
wanted to change the governmental team. The 
Clinton taction is committed to a US military 
intervention in Bosnia. His presidential election 
campaign put forward the use of military air- 
strikes in Bosnia and this means a continued 
policy of sacrificing the lives of working class 
men and women for the sake of American capi- 

Clinton's first act in respect of the economy 
was to suspend budget cuts which were triggered 
by the Gramm-Rudman Act’s budget deficit 
guide-lines. Clinton's explanation for this was 
that this was no time to slash the Pentagon's 
budget with US troops deployed in Somalia and 
the Persian Gulf. 

The Clinton plan proposes to cut military 
spending by only $8 billion, demonstrating his 
commitment to imperialist military spending 
overseas. These S8 billion cuts simply reflect the 


Despite campaign 'promises’ to raise taxes 
only on the ‘rich’ (defined during the campaign 
as those earning $200,000 or more per yeas) the 
Clinton plan will hit all families earning $30,000 
or more. Before Reagan, social security income 
to the elderly was exempt from taxation. Reagan 
subjected 50% of social security income to 
taxation for retired people who had a combined 
family income of more than $32,000 or indi¬ 
viduals with total incomes or pensions of 
$25,000. Clinton has now raised this percent¬ 


age to 85 %. Although this will result in a huge 
income tax increase for the federal state, the 
Clinton administration classifies this as a 'spend¬ 
ing-cut' not a tax increase, and therefore enables 
them to claim that their plan is not the greatest tax 
increase in US history. 

Clinton damages your health 
Clinton’s health care reform plan, which was a 
centre-piece of his campaign, is actually an 
attack upon the quality of medical careof Ameri¬ 
can workers and their families. Clinton proposes 
to bring the 37 million people who are not 
covered by any form of medical insurance into a 
national system of what he calls ‘‘managed 
competition”, while at the same time NOT 
increasing the total amount of GDP spent on 
medical care in America. Since it goes without 
saying that the rich will still have access to any 
kind of medical care that they need, this so- 
called ‘reform’ can only be accomplished by 
watering down the quality of medical care for 
workers. 

The economic recession in the US (already 
incredibly deep) will lead to greater lay-offs and 
job-losses, affecting whole communities. 
Clinton's economic package cannot even begin 


The end of the Waco 
siege shows that the US 
state is armed and 
extremely dangerous 


“You should sleep well. You did a good job ” 

These are the words of consolation offered by 
President Clinton to his Attorney General after 
the FBI had bloodily ended the 51 day siege of 
Waco which left over 80 men, women and 
children dead. 

President Clinton and a chorus of state and 
law-enforcement officials have stridently in¬ 
sisted that only one man, David Koresh, the 
leader of the Branch Davidian religious sect, 
bore the blame for the deaths. 

The issue here is not the sanity or insanity of 
this particular religious cult but rather the action 
of the US state, of the FBI, in ending this siege. 

Attorney General Reno gave the state’s reason 
for the FBI attack upon the cults’ headquarters. 

“We were told that people had come out and 
raid that he (Koresh) was beating babies, slap¬ 
ping them around. We can't verify it but you 
become wry concerned." 

The FBI gave another reason for attacking the 
headquarters as the “deteriorating sanitary con- 


From the FBI these are just excuses, whether 
they are true or not. 

In reality this has more to do with the bourgeoi¬ 
sie using the images of the ending of the siege, 
with the deaths, the mayhem, the sickening 
pictures shown ad nauseam on the TV screet 
as a warning that the state will put up with 
civil disobedience - whether in the form of 
diffuse urban riots or genuine working class 
movements. 

Under the shadow of the imminent US inter¬ 
vention in Bosnia, the US state is flexing its 
muscles for its home audience and presenting 
itself as a force to be reckoned with. 

In the wake of the Rodney King retrial, where 
the American state was prepared to sacrifice a 
couple of cops in order to present a face of 
fairness and impartiality, it is important to 
remember that the US state is armed to the teeth 
and is not afraid to shoot first without asking any 
questions. SM. 


Major employers, such as Ford, General Mo¬ 
tors, Boeing, IBM and Sears, faced with the 
recession, have laid off thousands of workers. 
Clinton proposes to freeze the wages of federal 
government workers and then recalculate the 
basis on which future pay rises are based, thus 
cutting wages permanently. He also proposes to 
cut 100,000 workers from the federal workforce 
through natural wastage, which will mean a 
deterioration in the provision of government 

Clinton's plan to provide student loans to help 
finance college education would require that 
students submit to ‘voluntary’ service in govern¬ 
ment programmes to repay their loans. This is 
just a modernised version of the Civilian Con¬ 
servation Corps that was part and parcel of the 
New Deal's effort to militarise labour and tie 
young workers to the stole. 

Strengthening the repressive state 
To ‘fightcrime’, Clinton proposes to add 100,000 
policeofficers across the US to be recruited from 
the ranks of laid-off military personnel. Beefing 
up the repressive apparatus of the state is NEVER 
in the interests of the working class. This plan 
simply reflects the ruling class's decision to 
redeploy its repressive forces. This force will 
not only be used against 'crime' but against 
workers’ struggles as well. 

The American ruling class has begun a relent¬ 
less campaign to lay the groundwork for an 
attack on social programmes (what is called the 
social wage) including social security, which up 
to now, and even under the Reagan and Bush 
administrations, was always considered to be 
untouchable. For political reasons the politi¬ 
cians and media don't talk directly about cutting 
social piogrammes, but instead rant about get¬ 
ting 'entitlements' under control. As one televi¬ 
sion journalist put it “Fully half of America's 
$1.5 trillion budget is made of eruitlements, 
mostly Social Security and Health care pro¬ 
grammes ". This is of course a lie, as this is paid 
for by the workers anyway through their exploi¬ 
tation and taxes, and die fact that the full amount 
of entitlement is not token up anyway is conven¬ 
iently ignored here. However, this gives an 
indication of the campaign which is being 
launched by the Ginton administration. 

While the media is trying to lull the working 
class into passivity with all the talk of ‘hope’ 
under Clinton the fact is that things in the US are 
going to get worse. 

The economy is not recovering in spite of all 
the promises made by Clinton. The government 
is planning more attacks. The Clinton honey¬ 
moon is already over - much shorter than the 
ruling class would have liked. Workers are 
already being forced to defend themselves. JG 


Political positions of the ICC 


World Revolution is the section in Britain of the 
International Communist Current which defends 
the following political positions: 


fan 


has to unify its struggles, taking charge of their the unification of struggles, towards workers taking 
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struction and new crisis. In the 1980s, it entered into 
the final phase of this decadence, the phase of 
decomposition. There is only one alternative offered 
by this irreversible historical decline: socialism or 
barbarism, world communist revolution or the de¬ 
struction of humanity. 

• The Paris Commune of 1871 was the first attempt 
by the proletariat to carry out this revolution, in a 
period when the conditions for it were not yet ripe. 
Once these conditions had been provided by the 
onset of capitalist decadence, the October revolution 
of 1917 in Russia was the first step towards an 
authentic world communist revolution in an interna¬ 
tional revolutionary wave which put an end to the 
imperialist war and went on for several years after 
that. The failure of this revolutionary wave, particu¬ 
larly in Germany in 1919-23, condemned the revolu¬ 
tion in Russia to isolation and to a rapid degenera¬ 
tion. Stalinism was not the product of the Russian 
revolution, but its gravedigger. 

• The statified regimes which arose in the USSR, 
eastern Europe, China, Cuba etc and were called 
‘socialist’ or ‘communist’ were just a particularly 
brutal form of the universal tendency towards state 
capitalism, itself a major characteristic of the period 
of decadence. 

• Since the beginning of the20th century, all wars are 

imperialist wars, part of the deadly struggle between 
states large and small to conquer or retain a place in 
""I-— 1 —la. These wars bring nothing to 


— the nationalist ideologies - 'national in¬ 
dependence', 'the right of nations to self-deter¬ 
mination’ etc - whatever their pretext, ethnic, his¬ 
torical or religious, area real poison for the workers. 
By calling on them to take the side of one or another 
faction of the bourgeoisie, they divide workers and 
lead them to massacre each other in the interests and 
wars of their exploiters. 


in the parliamentary circus can only reinforce the lie 
that presents these elections as a real choice for the 
exploited. ‘Democracy’, a particularly hypocritical 
form of the domination of the bourgeoisie, does not 
differ at root from other forms of capitalist dictator¬ 
ship, such as Stalinism and fascism. 

• All factions of the bourgeoisie are equally re¬ 
actionary. All the so-called ‘workers’, 'Socialist' 
and ‘Communist’ parties (now ex-’Communists’), 
file leftist organisations (Trotskyists, Maoists and 
ex-Maoists, official anarchists) constitute the left of 
capitalism’s political apparatus. All the tactics of 
‘popular fronts', ‘anti-fascist fronts' and ‘united 
fronts', which mix up the interests of the proletariat 
with those of a faction of the bourgeoisie, serve only 
to smother and derail the struggle of the proletariat. 

• With the decadence of capitalism, the unions 
everywhere have been transformed into organs of 
capitalist order within the proletariat. The various 
forms of union organisation, whether ‘official’ or 
‘rank and file’, serve only to discipline the working 
class and sabotage its struggles. 

• In order to advance its combat, the working class 


working class The expression of social strata withi.„ 
historic future and of the decomposition of the petty 
bourgeoisie, when it's not the direct expression of 
the permanent war between capitalist states, terror¬ 
ism has always been a fertile soil for manipulation by 
the bourgeoisie. Advocating secret action by small 
minorities, it is in complete opposition to class 
violence, which derives from conscious and organised 
mass action by the proletariat. 

• The working class is the only class which can cany 
out the communist revolution. Ilsrevolutionary strag¬ 
gle will inevitably lead the working class towards a 
confrontation with the capitalist state. In order to 
destroy capitalism, the working class will have to 
overthrow all existing states and establish the dicta¬ 
torship of the proletariat on a w orld scale: the inter¬ 
national power of the workers' councils, regrouping 
the entire proletariat. 

• The communist transformation of society by the 
workers’ councils does not mean ‘ self-management’ 
or the nationalisation of the economy. Communism 
requires the conscious abolition by the working class 
of capitalist social relations: wage labour, commod¬ 
ity production, national frontiers. It means the cre¬ 
ation of a world community in which all activity is 

• The revolutionary political organisation constitutes 
the vanguard of the working class and is an active 
factor in the generalisation of class consciousness 
within the proletariat. Its role is neither to organise 
the working class’ nor to ‘take power’ in its name, 
but to participate actively in the movement towards 


proletariat’s combat. 
OUR ACTIVITY 


Organised intervention, united and centralised on an 
international scale, in order to contribute to the 
process which leads to the revolutionary action of the 
proletariat. 

The regroupment of revolutionaries with the aim of 

indispensable to the working class forth?overthrow 
of capitalism and the creation of a co-’ ' 


OUR ORIGINS 

The positions and activity of revolutionary or¬ 
ganisations arc the product of the past experiences of 
the working class and of the lessons that its political 
organisations have drawn throughout its history. The 
ICC thus traces its origins to the succe--- 


butions of the Communist League of Marx and 
Engels (1847-52), the three Internationals (the 
International Workingmen’s Association, 1864-72, 
the Socialist International, 1884-1914, the Commu¬ 
nist International, 1919-2$), the left fractions which 
detached themselves from the degenerating Third 
International in the years 1920-30, in particular the 
German, Dutch ana Italian Lefts. 
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World economic crisis, 
military tensions in the Gulf 

Capitalism proves 
its bankruptcy 


Ever since the collapse of die eastern bloc in 
1989, the bourgeoisie has been assaulting our 
ears with its message about the ‘failure of 
communism'. Last year, the 80th anniversary 
of the October revolution, it intensified this 
campaign by publishing a series of books 
about the ‘crimes’ of communism, using the 
old trick of mixing up the gigantic revolution¬ 
ary experience of 1917 with the Stalinist 
counter-revolution that was its gravedigger. 

But what the events of late 97 and early 98 
show above all is that the real failure, the real 
bankruptcy, is that of capitalism, not commu- 

The financial convulsions in south east Asia 
are a spectacular expression of the gravity of 
the world economic crisis. One after another, 
the so-called dragon and tiger economies 
collapsed under a vast heap of debt, and the 
consequences of this collapse are still hanging 
ominously over the main industrial countries 
- who are also being kept alive by the deadly 
medicine of credit, decadent capitalism's ‘an¬ 
swer’ to its chronic lack of markets. Already, 
the workers of south east Asia are being asked 
to pay the cost of this crisis, through millions 
of redundancies and mass expulsions of ‘im¬ 


migrant’ workers. And it won’t be long before 
this latestplunge in the world economy results 
in massive attacks on the working class in the 
industrial centres, who have already endured 
years of deteriorating living standards. 

At the same time, the war preparations of the 
great imperialist powers are intensifying. In¬ 
stead of seeing the new era of peace and 
prosperity promised after the fall of the east¬ 
ern bloc, we have seen that peace is impossible 
under capitalism. Capitalism has become a 
system of permanent war, and today military 
barbarism is being unleashed all over the 
planet, from the massacre of the population in 
Algeria to die massive armada now patrolling 
the Gulf. 

Behind the war build-up against the ‘butcher 
of Baghdad’ lies the merciless confrontation 
between the great imperialist gangsters for 
control of strategic zones all over the world. 
The more capitalism sinks into crisis, the more 
the rivalries between the great powers shift 
directly onto the military terrain, threatening 
more and more areas of the planet with war 
and chaos. And as always, it’s the exploited 
class which is the prime victim of this, not only 
because it’s the workers who will have to 


sweat harder to pay for the military expenses 
of the ruling class, but also because, in the 
final analysis, they are the ones who will be 
asked to make the ‘ultimate sacrifice’ as 
cannon-fodder in capitalism’s wars. 

All this reveals the true face of capitalism. It 
should sweep away the workers' false hopes 
and illusions, which are so carefully main¬ 
tained by the bourgeoisie. Capitalism has 
nothing to offer us but misery and massacres. 
But while the flight towards war is the only 
‘solution’ to the impasse of its economic 
system that the bourgeoisie can come up with, 
the proletariat has a very different solution to 
offer. The struggle of the proletariat for the 
defence of its basic class interests is the only 
force in society that can block the slide to¬ 
wards war; and it is also the only soil in which 
the perspective of a new society, a society free 
of exploitation and war, can itself become a 
material force. 

This was precisely the historic significance 
of the events of 1917 in Russia and 1918 in 
Germany. In those heroic days, the working 
class showed not only that it could paralyse the 
imperialist war machine, forcing the bour¬ 
geoisie to end four years of slaughter; by 


taking political power in Russia, and raising 
the banner of communist revolution all over 
the world, it showed that the proletariat had a 
positive alternative to the barbarism of bour¬ 
geois society in decay. 

The bourgeoisie crushed those revolution¬ 
ary attempts, and mankind has been paying the 
price ever since. The crimes of the twentieth 
century have not been the crimes of commu¬ 
nism, but of capitalism: the Guiag, Belsen, 
Dresden, Hiroshima, Vietnam, Iraq, Bosnia, 
Rwanda - the whole infernal spiral ofcrisis and 
war has been the result of the defeat of the first 
great revolutionary wave of the international 
working class. But despite all the campaigns 
about die end of communism, the end of the 
class struggle, the end of the working class 
itself, the working class not only still exists but 
is still fighting, and still contains within itself 
the perspective of communism. Not the night¬ 
mare inversion that bore its name under Stalin¬ 
ism, but die authentic communism of Marx, 
Luxemburg and Lenin, of all the revolution¬ 
ary organisations that have continued their 
combat for a community that unites the whole 
of mankind in freely associated labour. 


Imperialist conflict behind the Gulf crisis 


With the signing of the agreement between 
Saddam and UN General Secretary Kofi Annan, 
the immediate threat of military action against 
Iraq has been averted. But does this make the 
world a safer place, a place where rational 
peace negotiations can make warfare obso¬ 
lete? Such illusions are being peddled by the 
media, but they vanish into the mist the mi nute 
you analyse the real reasons for the huge 
military build up in the Gulf. 

For this confrontation was not really about 
Saddam, not really about his stockpile of 
deadly weapons. Still less was it about windy 
phrases like ‘respect for international law’. 
Saddam, after all, was the creation of the very 
powers who now vilify him as an evil tyrant. 
The US and Britain in particular armed him, 
supported his war against Iran, turned a blind 
eye to his gas attacks on the Kurds, even 
supplied him with what he needed to fabricate 
his chemical and biological weaponry. In 
1991, despite proving their ability to sweep on 
towards Baghdad, the ‘Allies’ carefully re¬ 
frained from deposing him and left him with 
just the military forces he needed to keep 
internal order against the uprisings which they 
themselves had called for with such ruthless 
cynicism. Besides which Saddam is very far 
from being the only ‘evil tyrant’ in the world, 
and compared to the weapons of mass destruc¬ 


tion at the disposal of some states, Saddam’s 
own arsenal is feeble indeed. 

The crisis of US ‘world leadership’ 

The USA dispatched its armada to the Gulf in 
1998 for essentially the same reason it un¬ 
leashed Operation Desert Storm in 1991: as a 
massive demonstration of force aimed less at 
third rate mavericks like Saddam than at the 
USA’s most serious imperialist rivals - coun¬ 
tries like France,Germany, Russia and Japan. 
Following the collapse of the eastern bloc in 
1989, there was no common enemy to hold the 
western bloc together, and the USA’s former 
allies bad far less reason to bow to its author¬ 
ity. The Gulf war of 91 essentially expressed 
America's attempt to forcefully prevent its 
former allies becoming its principal rivals. 

It worked for a brief period. In 1991, all the 
major western powers, as well as the different 
regimes in the Middle east, rallied to the anti- 
Saddam coalition. But since then, the law of 
‘every man for himself has more and more 
gained the upper hand and the situation has 
shifted dramatically. 

The most spectacular expression of the USA's 
crisis of authority has been the break-down of 
its historic alliance with Britain, on the latter’s 
initiative, from 1994 onwards. For more than 
two years, France and Britain acted in concert 


to defend their imperialist interests in Yugo¬ 
slavia, supporting the Serbian camp against 
both Croatia (backed by Germany) and Bosnia 
(backed by the US) and doing all in their power 
to prevent the Americans from intervening 
directly into the situation. Britain's conflict 
with the US over Ireland is another expression 
of the demise of the ‘Special Relationship’ 
between Britain and the US. 

There are plenty of other examples of this 
challenge to what the US calls its ‘world 
leadership’. In Israel, the Netanyahu govern¬ 
ment came to power against the wishes of the 
US, and promptly sabotaged the Middle East 
peace process which had been such a triumph 
for American diplomacy. This has resulted in 
a marked loss of US authority in this crucial 
strategic region. France profited from this by 
reinserting its influence in a region from 
which it had been almost totally excluded after 
the Gulf war. And America’s attempt to re¬ 
impose its authority in 1996 - with the cruise 
missile attack on Iraq - provoked hostile 
reactions from nearly all the local powers who 
had supported it so firmly in 1991, notably 
Egypt and Saudi Arabia. 

But these reverses for the US A did not for a 
moment mean that it would simply resign itself 
to the decline in its global position. From 1995 
onwards, the USA has been engaged ina fierce 


counter-offensive, marked by its return in 
force to ex-Yugoslavia, when it bombed the 
Serbs into signing the Dayton agreement. It 
has also inflicted a series of defeats on France 
in the latter's traditional hunting ground, Af¬ 
rica: this was the real meaning and result of the 
wars in Rwanda and Zaire. And France’s 
punishment also served as a warning to other 
possible challengers. The message was cer¬ 
tainly heeded by Britain which subsequently 
distanced itself from the ‘Entente’ with France. 

But the underlying problem did not go away. 
America’s rivals have retreated here and there, 
adopted a low profile when necessary, but 
only to take advantage of every new opportu¬ 
nity to further their ambitions. The US is still 
faced with the need to prove that it remains the 
boss of all the bosses, to use the Mafia's term. 

The new Gulf crisis 

The Middle East illustrates this situation per¬ 
fectly. Despite the successes of the US coun¬ 
ter-offensive elsewhere, the questioning of US 
authority in this region has hardly abated. 
Israel has not been brought to heel; countries 
like Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Morocco and the 
Palestinian authority boycotted the US-backed 
conference in Doha, while not long after¬ 
wards, in December 1997, the majority of 
Continued on page 5 
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2 BRITISH SITUATION 


British imperialism manoeuvres against the 
Northern Ireland ‘peace talks’ 


At the time of writing the future of the multi¬ 
party talks on Northern Ireland would appear 
to be in the balance. Following the RUC’s 
declaration that the murders of a drug dealer 
and a member of the UDA were the work of 
the IRA, Sinn Fein was barred from the talks 
until March 9th. The subsequent bombings in 
Moira and Portadown were attributed to the 
IRA by David Trimble, leader of the main 
Unionist Party, to the Continuity IRA by 
informed speculation, and to anyone, except 
the IRA, by the Sinn Fein leadership. 

Whichever paramilitary group (or the secu¬ 
rity forces that Sinn Fein have sometimes 
implied might be responsible) is behind the car 
bombs the situation is being portrayed as very 
grave, with the ‘peace talks’ in a precarious 
position. Billy Hutchinson, a leader of the 
Progressive Unionist Party, which is linked to 
the UVF has said that “Political dialogue is not 
working. Time is running out for the loyalist 
ceasefire." (Guardian 24/2/98) Meanwhile 
Trimble is emphatic that “there can be no 
question of Sinn Fein re-entering the talks 
process after this" (ibid) with the clear threat 
that if Sinn Fein got the meeting that it’s been 
asking for with Tony Blair there would be a 
Unionist walkout from the talks. 

On the other hand, Sinn Fein are giving no 
indication that they will be rushing back to the 
talks. As Mitchel McLaughlin put it “we will 
go back in when there is a viable negotiating 
process and we will go back on our own 
terms. "(ibid).InadditiontothisGeiTy Adams, 
while denying that the IRA had any connection 
with the bombs, and insisting that the ceasefire 
was still in place, said that “Sinn Fein has no 
more control over this current situation than 
any other political party" (.Irish News 2412/ 
98). Of all the comments volunteered by the 
crowds of politicians, this is one which points 


to a way of understanding what’s going on in 
Northern Ireland without getting lost in the 
details of events - because the key to what’s 
going on in Northern Ireland lies in the 
antagonisms between imperialist powers^ 

Free-for-all after 1989 
To repeat the main point made by our article 
in WR 211 “it is necessary to appreciate that 
in the period since 1989, since the end of a 
world divided into two great imperialist blocs, 
dominated by the US and the USSR, the world 
situation has been marked by an international 
free-for-all, where each imperialist power 
pursues its own interests away from the disci¬ 
pline of a bloc leader. In the case of Britain, 
it has been taking a line that is increasingly 
independent of US interests, while the US tries 
to influence and put pressure on British impe¬ 
rialism. And one of the most important weap¬ 
ons that it has at its command is its influence 
over certainpoliticalfactionsin Ireland, North 
and South. While the links of US imperialism 
with Fianna Fail are long established, more 
recently it has been animating the actions of 
Sinn Fein and the IRA ." 

As for the ’peace talks’ they “were imposed 
by US imperialism on the British state. British 
imperialism is profoundly adaptable, but the 
'peace process ’ can only go in the direction of 
the loss of British control of Northern Ireland. 
Labour are as aware of the strategic impor¬ 
tance of Northern Ireland as their Tory pred¬ 
ecessors which they underlined last summer 
with the reinforcement of British troops, the 
continued support for the marching season 
and Blair’s basic guarantees to unionism. The 
‘peace talks ’ can only lead to concessions that 
are not in the interests of British imperialism. " 

With this framework it is easier to see why 
Sinn Fein were so exasperated at their expul¬ 


sion from the talks. Martin McGuinness iden¬ 
tified the Republicans’ enemies - “we are 
seeing a lynch mob of Ulster Unionists led by 
the British government" (Guardian 17/2/98) - 
while Gerry Adams said “/ am absolutely 
pissedoff. We tried to make this thing work and 
* those who have no interest in making it work 
seize on two men being killed to exploit it and 
bring this process down." (iW).Apart from 
showing the Labour government’s commit¬ 
ment to ‘democratic debate’ and ’consulta¬ 
tion’ there is nothing in the ‘peace talks' for 
British imperialism. This is why whatever 
proposals or institutions might emerge from 
the talks process will be subject to the Unionist 
veto in a referendum. 

The expulsion of Sinn Fein from the talks 
might be temporary or it might be permanent. 
Either way, at this juncture, they appear to be 
outmanoeuvred. As Martin McGuinness put it 
on BBCl’s On The Record (15/2/98): “we 
could conceivably have a situation where 
people out there who are attempting to destroy 
the peace process and any hopes of a negoti¬ 
ated settlement could conspire to create cir¬ 
cumstances which would make it impossible 
for Sinn Fein to get back on the talks. ’ While 
not being specific this seems to be a clear 
admission that, in response to a loyalist offen¬ 
sive orchestrated by the British state, the IRA 
would be forced to formally break its cease¬ 
fire, and lose Sinn Fein its credibility as a 
partisan of the ‘peace talks’. As a worried 
McGuinness expressed his fears “Any number 
of conspiracies could take place which would 
prevent Sinn Fein’s move back into those 
negotiations." (ibid). 

Twists and turns of Anglo-US relations 

While the US has been using Ireland as a 
means of showing its opposition to the British 


bourgeoisie's independent imperialist orienta¬ 
tion, this is not a continual push regardless of 
all other considerations. When Blair visited 
Washington in early February there was a 
certain amount of gratitude expressed for the 
British government’s backing of the US posi¬ 
tion on Iraq (even if the US was perfectly well 
aware that this was for contingent reasons). 
Leading Irish-American members of the US 
Congress rushed to praise their visitor. Sena¬ 
tor Edward Kennedy said that “It is gratifying 
that at long last leadersinLondon, Dublin and 
Washington see eye-to-eye on peace for North¬ 
ern Ireland. I commend Prime Minister Blair 
for his impressive leadership in the search for 
peace in Northern Ireland. His commitment to 
the peace process and his skill in moving it 
forward are obvious" (Irish News 6/2/98). 
While seemingly generous in its acclaim, it 
does not take much reading between the lines 
to see what Kennedy is getting at. It is a 
reminder that while seeing “eye-to-eye " is the 
situation today, this could easily revert to the 
conflicts of the past. And while Blair is 
commended for his “skill" in “moving .. 
forward ’ the peace process, it is a warning that 
any obstructive behaviour would not be wel¬ 
come. This was further underlined by Con¬ 
gressman Peter King who said that Blair 
“understands all the nuances and how impor¬ 
tant it is to reach an accommodation" (ibid). 
Blair doesn't actually need to understand any 
“nuances’, as there is no meaningful “accom¬ 
modation " or concession that can be made by 
British imperialism that doesn't threaten its 
strategic interests. US imperialism will con¬ 
tinue to exploit this reality whenever it wants 
to deter British imperialism from its independ¬ 
ent imperialist orientation. Tracey 25/2/98 


Unions’ phoney opposition 
to Labour’s austerity 


In recent weeks the government and the trades 
unions have engaged in a conflict which has 
“proved one of the fiercest fought since the 
election " (FT 18/2/98). At issue is the question 
of union recognition and, more specifically, 
what form the ballot on recognition should 
take. On the one side stand the unions and a 
large part of the Labour Party, arguing that it 
should be decided by 50% of those voting. On 
the other stand the CBI and the government, 
saying it should be 50 % of the total workforce. 
John Monks, the leader of the TUC, has 
declared it to be “a decisive moment". In 
reality it is a trap set for the working class, 
whose real significance lies in what it tells us 
about the evolution of the bourgeoisie’s strat¬ 
egy and the balance of class forces. 

Labour and the unions 

The election of the Labour government in 
May last year did not contradict the tendency, 
seen in many countries, for the unions to 
distance themselves from government in or¬ 
der to better play their role of phoney opposi¬ 
tion. It did, however, require the ruling class 
to do something about the formal traditional 
links between Labour and unions. 

In the period before the election a central 
theme of the ‘modernisation’ of the Labour 
Party was the erosion of these links, culminat¬ 
ing in the leaked suggestion that they might be 
severed altogether. During the election the 
unions played a double game. On the one hand 
supporting a Labour victory while, on the 
other, conjuring up a number of strikes to 
show that they were prepared to stand up to 
Labour. Since then, the unions have pro¬ 
claimed a number of victories, such as that of 
the British Airways workers in July (see WR 
206 & 207), while Labour has maintained its 
‘independent’ stance, allowing unions back 
into GCHQ on the one hand but refusing to 
intervene in the BA strike or to repeal the 


Tories ‘anti-union’ legislation on the other. In 
this, the British ruling class has succeeded in 
implementing the same strategy as its counter¬ 
parts in other countries. 

The development of the bourgeoisie’s 
strategy 

The situation is not static however. In various 
countries there have been examples, albeit 
generally small-scale, isolated and short-lived, 
of workers beginning to challenge the unions, 
confirming that we have entered “a transition 
period where the potential for workers to 
become more conscious of the real role of the 
unions will increase." (WR 207, ‘Bourgeoisie 
prepares its unions to confront outbreaks of 
class struggle’). The electricians’ strike last 
November showed this tendency (see WR 
210). At the same time the escalation of the 
crisis, evident in the situation in Asia, can only 
compel the ruling class to increase their at¬ 
tacks on the working class still further. This 
makes it all the more necessary for the differ¬ 
ent parts of the bourgeois state to carry out 
their tasks as effectively as possible. The 
further distancing of the unions from the 
government has a central place in achieving 
this: attacks by the government reinforce the 
unions' image as the only defenders of the 
working class, while the strengthening of the 
unions' grip makes it easier to implement the 

In recent months a number of steps have 
taken to achieve such a distancing: 

* The ‘battle’ over union recognition is the 
most significant, with the TUC soon to mount 
a poster campaign on “the right to be heard". 
This is an intelligent tactic since die fight for 
‘union rights' is a traditional rallying cry 
which can draw in many workers and allows 
leftists, both inside and outside the Labour 
Party, to make their particular contributions. 
It has the potential to be a broad based- 


campaign. That it is a concoction brewed up 
jointly by the TUC and the CBI can be seen 
from the fact that at the start of December they 
had agreed a deal on recognition but just over 
a week later the CBI came up with conditions 
unacceptable to the TUC. No less a bastion of 
the British ruling class than the Financial 
Times has implicitly confirmed this: “The CBI 
presents it as a key concern and floats the 
spectre of a return to the industrial relations 
problems of the 1970s. But for most large 
companies it would seem to be largely irrel¬ 
evant since they fully recognise unions al¬ 
ready. According to the TUC, unions have 
collective bargaining rights in 44 of the top 50 
companies" (18/2/98). 

* The question of recognition is itself only part 
of the wider debate around the forthcoming 
White Paper on ‘fairness at work’ with the 
TUC calling a special conference in early 
May. 

* The public sector pay round, where most 
workers will actually receive a pay cut be¬ 
cause of the phasing in of the award, allowed 
several union leaders to make angry noises: 
“New Labour is behaving more savagely than 
its predecessor" (Doug McAvoy, NUT); 
“While millions of pounds are spent on parties 
for pop stars at No 10, refurbishing ministerial 
apartments and taking girlfriends on foreign 
trips, lowly paid public sector employees are 
screwed to save the Treasury a few miserable 
pounds " (Nigel de Gruchy, NASUWT); “Brit¬ 
ain 's nurses will be angry and disappointed 
that the new government has failed to deliver 
a decent deal for the profession " (Malcolm 
Wing, Unison). (All quoted in FT 30/1/98). 

* In preparation for the budget, the TUC’s 
submission called for an additional £3.3bn to 
be spent on the least well off and for public 
spending to grow by at least 2.25 % per year in 
real terms. 

* The TUC is also calling fora minimum wage 


in excess of £4.00 per hour while the govern¬ 
ment has let it be known that it is opposed to 
anything more than £3.50 per hour. 

The government for its part continues to 
demonstrate its ‘tough’ approach to the unions 
with the recent decision to maintain the ban on 
strike action by prison officers. 

The balance of class forces 
The evolution of the situation is bringing 
renewed confrontation between the proletariat 
and the bourgeoisie closer. But at present it is 
still at the level of the most fleeting skirmishes, 
with the majority of the working class still 
bowed down under the weight of confusions 
about the unions, the virtues of democracy and 
the permanence of capitalism. It is in the 
evolution of the bourgeoisie’sstrategy that we 
can see the changes in die situation reflected 
most clearly. There was a time when the 
bourgeoisie felt able to dismiss the class strug¬ 
gle as a 'thing of the past'. Following that 
period they were concerned to set up large- 
scale manoeuvres against the working class. 
While this is still part of the strategy these 
manoeuvres of the bourgeoisie are no longer 
on the scale seen in France in 1995. This is 
because the bourgeoisie anticipates a real 
development of the workers' struggle. If dur¬ 
ing the last years the bourgeoisie has amassed 
a certain amount of credit to the unions, by 
building up the proletariat’s trust in them, 
today it is moving to a situation where it will 
have to begin drawing on that credit. The 
developments we are currently witnessing 
amount to a deployment of the union machine 
into more effective positions from which to 
counter the upsurge of the class struggle that 
the bourgeoisie itself now expects. 

North. 25/2/98 
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Labour softens its image - 
the better to attack the working class 


It would appear that the hard-nosed Labour 
cabinet is bowing to growing public concern 
about its attacks on welfare spending. The 
government has let it be known that Prime 
Minister Tony Blair will announce an extra 
£1.5 to £2 billion for the NHS to mark its 50th 
anniversary. Labour now says that an ‘inde¬ 
pendent’ appeals system will be set up for the 
disabled who have their benefits taken away 
by the ‘integrity test’, while more money is to 
be spent on primary education. These sops are 
a smokescreen to obscure ever-deepening 
attacks on the proletariat. 

The centre-piece of this campaign on La¬ 
bour’s responsiveness to the needs of the poor, 
is the cut in lone parent benefit which, accord¬ 
ing to the Guardian of 25.2.98, will be re¬ 
stored to all poor parents with children in the 
budget. Hard on the heels of this came the 
announcement of a tax break of 75% of 
childcare costs for working parents earning 
less than £20,000. All of this has been hailed 
as a massive redistribution of wealth from rich 
to poor, as well as enabling parents to get off 
welfare and into work. These announcements, 
as yet unofficial, will not increase the number 
of nurseries, childminders or jobs available. 

These empty gestures may blow smoke in 
the workers’ eyes for a while but the reality of 
the continued attacks is not easily hidden. The 
March budget is expected to formalise many 
of the threatened ‘reforms’ of the welfare 
system. We can rest assured that they will 
certainly not improve the situation of those 
claiming benefits. 

The unemployed will suffer an intensifica¬ 
tion of the draconian attacks on them. Labour 
has already tightened up on those initiated by 
theTories: theJob Seekers Allowance is being 
very firmly applied, leading to hundreds of 
thousands loosing benefits because after six 
months they are unable to claim the dole and 
they do not qualify for Income Support if their 
partners or their parents work. In order to 
drive down spending even further, in Novem¬ 
ber the government demanded that the rules 
on the payment of benefits to those who have 
taken out private unemployment insurance to 
cover mortgage payments should be fully 
applied. These rules, which have been in place 
since 1988, deduct the money paid by the 
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insurance policy from benefits if it is paid 
directly to die unemployed. If it ispaid directly 
to the mortgage company, benefit is not cut. 
This measure alone could effect 3.5 million 
workers. The ‘caring’, ‘sharing’ government 
has also removed the right for the unemployed 
to take two weeks holiday a year without 
losing benefits. They have also placed a limit 
on the amountof illness which the unemployed 
can have and still claim benefits. 

It has also been forecast that the budget will 
increase employment as a result of further 
state centralisation of the nation-wide drive to 
lower wages. Labour has already announced 
its New Deal for the young and long-term 
unemployed, which pays employers to take on 
unemployed at low wages in the name of 
‘employability’. In the budget, the state will 
add to this by reducing the amount of National 
Insurance that employers using cheap labour 
have to pay. It has also been speculated that a 
lOp basic income tax rate will be introduced, 
making it ’more attractive’ for workers to take 
low paid jobs. This will not make a lot of 
difference to those on low pay, who will still 
struggle to scrape by. 

Behind this apparent 'bonus’ forthelowpaid 
is the brutal fist of the state, because with all 
these incentives to take low paid jobs and with 
the economy ‘booming’, there is no reason for 
workers to be jobless. The leaks about tax 
breaks for child care for poor families and the 
talk of a minimum wage fit neatly into this. 
Consequently, we can expect even more 
draconian measures to force people off the 
dole since they are obviously ‘lay-abouts’ and 
the ‘work shy’. 

Labour says that its Welfare to Work is 
based on the US system. A system, which 
makes clear what is yet to come. In foe States 
welfare payments are limited to 5 years in a 
lifetime of worker and their family. Savage 
cuts have been made in benefits by the use of 
workfare etc. 

As for the disabled, 65 % of whom live below 
the poverty line, while Labour talks about 
‘independent’ appeals, this has not altered the 
fact that millions of disabled and sick workers 
live in fear of losing their pitiful benefits after 
being put through the ordeal of having their 
claims for Incapacity Benefit re-assessed and 


the degrading humiliation of the state’s sham 
medical tests, which are carried out to deter¬ 
mine whether they are ill or not. There has 
been speculation in the media that foe budget 
will tax such benefits - i.e. cut them. 

Public sector workers have also enjoyed the 
fruits of New Labour by having their pay cut 
yet again. Not only is the pay rise below 
inflation, once again, but it is going to be 
introduced in two instalments, making it lower 
still. For example, qualified nurses will lose 
£170 while teachers will lose £270 from what 
they would get if the rise were paid in one go. 

Workers cannot complain because “The 
worst form of short-tenmism would be to pay 
ourselves more today at the cost of fewerjobs 
tomorrow and lower living standards in the 
very near future ” (Gordon Brown, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, The Guardian 28.1.98). 
This same old line has been sold to public 
sector workers (and all workers) for foe last 30 
years. Millions of jobs have been lost and 
working class living standards have deterio¬ 
rated to unprecedented levels. Since 1993, 
250,000 jobs have gone in the public sector 

Ideological campaigns of the Labour Left. 

The ruling class knows that foe ideological 
smokescreen they have thrown up around foe 
attacks is going to wear increasingly thin 
amongst the working class. Workers know 
what is happening in their jobs, have families 
members who are unemployed or are sick and 
disabled. In order to divert workers anger 
away from foe real reason for these attacks the 
ruling class is giving the left of foe Labour 
Party an increasingly important role. The Left 
does all it can to hide the real reason for cutting 
social spending: foe crisis ridden nature of 
capitalism. Before Christmas 47 left wing 
Labour MPs voted against the government’s 
attacks on single parent benefit; leading left¬ 
wingers, such as Ken Livingstone, are getting 
increasing media publicity for their ‘criticism’ 
of the attacks, while two left-wing MEPs, Ken 
Coates and Hugh Kerr, have split from the 
Labour Party to become independents, in 
‘protest’ at the attacks. The left says that if the 
government only increased the taxes paid by 
the rich, more could be spent on foe welfare 


state. Thus, it is just a matter of reforming the 
system and all will be well. 

This is a very dangerous lie. And a lie that 
is being reinforced by the Labour govern¬ 
ment’s present show of responsiveness to 
criticism on lone parent benefit. Workers are 
seeing their already meagre health care, ben¬ 
efits and other services being attacked, so the 
ideas of the Left are very attractive. The 
reality is that the cause of the attacks is the 
economic crisis that has tom at capitalism 
world-wide for 30 years. It is a sign of the 
depth of foe crisis that the bourgeoisie is 
having to dismantle the welfare state. The 
building of the welfare state after the war was 
an essential part of state capitalism’s response 
to foe needs of the Western bloc war machine. 
It brought every aspect of the proletariat's life 
under foe control of foe state with the aim of 
supplying cannon and factory fodder. This 
increase in capitalist state oppression of the 
working class was, and still is, sold by the left 
as a ‘gain’ for the working class. 

In the coming months we will increasingly 
hear more of the Labour Left and their will to 
fight welfare reform 'tooth and nail'. In Par¬ 
liament foe likes of Tony Benn and Dennis 
Skinner will denounce New Labour and, no 
doubt, call for a' socialist programme'. Work¬ 
ers cannot foil for this. In the ‘good old days’ 
of the welfare state workers only received 
very basic help, while those who worked for 
it received low wages and faced continual 
attacks on jobs and working conditions. If 
now, even these ‘benefits’ look better than the 
terrible conditions suffered today, it is because 
capitalism cannot afford to offer even the 
meagre sops it used to hold out to foe working 
class. All the left is doing is calling on workers 
to support the capitalist state and to forget their 
own class interests: the defence of their work¬ 
ing and living conditions against all attacks 
whether by foe state, be it left or right, or by 
‘private’ bosses. Phil 
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4 WORSENING OF THE ECONOMIC CRISIS 


Bourgeoisie makes the working class pay 


The damage caused by the tremors in Asian 
stock exchanges and money markets is far 
from finished. The ruling class is keeping very 
quiet about the unending, violent attacks in 
this stricken region. They give the lie to all the 
official talk of the ‘bright' future ahead of us. 

These massive attacks were already unfold¬ 
ing even before the earthquake in the Pacific 
Rim, even among the best performing of the 
Asian ‘dragons’. Today, the situation has been 
made much worse by the extent of the crisis 
and the brutality of the austerity plans imposed 
by the situation itself and by the pressure of the 
IMF. 

Collapse of the dragons, attacks on the 
working class in Asia 

During the Mexican crisis of 1994, the attacks 
on the working class were slightly delayed. 
Today in Asia, whole sectors of the economy 
have collapsed and company bankruptcies 
have immediately brought with them millions 
of lay-offs. The tragedy has not hit the most 
vulnerable countries alone, since Japan and 
Korea have both been hit by the shock. The 
failure of a whole series of companies, and the 
decline of the Japanese banking sector have 
already thrown hundreds of thousands of work¬ 
ers onto the street. According to the boss of 
Samsung, “ redundancies are necessary: our 
survival depends on them". And this is why the 
Korean parliament has decided to adopt a law 
to allow mass lay-offs. Where unemployment 
was once ‘non-existent’, the government in 
Seoul has announced that 1.5 million workers 
will be affected. Even sectors not directly hit 
have been unable to escape the effects of the 
crisis. For example, Korean Air not only plans 


redundancies, but has already lowered wages 
by 10%. Asiana has imposed unpaid holidays 
on 8,000 staff. 

Other ‘stars’ of the region have also fallen to 
earth. In Hong Kong, major companies, banks, 
airlines (such as Cathay Pacific) have all 
announced job losses. Large retailers like the 
Japanese Yaohan are bankrupt and shedding 
staff. In Thailand and Indonesia, the crisis is 
doing terrible damage. More than 2 million 
people have already lost their jobs in Jakarta, ^ 
and the unions have forecast another 3 million 
redundancies for 1998. In the east of Java, 
riots broke out in January following the up¬ 
surge in food prices and the reduction in state 
subsidies, in particular on petrol and electric¬ 
ity. Supermarkets have been ransacked. The 
shanty-towns around the main cities have 
grown phenomenally. Similar bankruptcies 
are rife in Thailand. Hundreds of laid-off car 
workers have clashed with riot police. Dozens 
were injured. The ruling class has confronted 
these inevitable convulsions by exploiting the 
workers’ low level of consciousness and inex¬ 
perience to turn their anger onto the rotten 
ground of nationalism and xenophobia. The 
Thai government has announced the expulsion 
of300,000 immigrant workers. Anti-Chinese 
propaganda has been revived, and ethnic and 
religious antagonisms stoked up. When we 
add the menace that looms over China, where 
millions of proletarians are to be sacrificed in 
the restructuring of the state sector, the immi¬ 
nent tremors in Eastern Europe and Latin 
America, we can begin to see the catastrophic 
extent that the dynamic of social chaos has 
taken on. 


At the heart of the industrialised world, 
the aggravation of workers’ conditions 

Despite massive attacks and the increase of 
unemployment in the four comers of the earth, 
the bourgeoisie’s ideological campaigns still 
dare to present the heart of the industrialised 
world as full of ‘democratic’ optimism and 
‘social’ reform, in order to hide the utter 
bankruptcy of the capitalist system. Contrary 
to the claims of the media, the crisis in Asia is 
causing attacks of dramatic depth and inten¬ 
sity. Asian orders for manufactured goods 
have plummeted, and are directly plunging 
certain sectors and companies of the devel¬ 
oped world into serious difficulty. Boeing, for 
example, has seen a serious fell in orders, 
since the Asian countries represent a third of 
its market world-wide. This enormous com¬ 
pany is forced to cut 12,000 jobs. In the 
country of ‘full employment’, the hard disc 
manufacturer Seagate is also planning to cut 
10,000 jobs. To that we can add 10,000 at 
Digital (computers), 3,000atBlack&Decker, 
19,000 at AT&T, etc. The strategy is simple. 
Lay off a stable workforce in order to employ 
(at best) cheaper and more compliant labour. 
The so-called ‘Anglo-Saxon model’ is in vogue 
today! In France, the Korean Daewoo has 
cancelled its investment in the Lorraine. In 
Britain, Hyundai has announced that it is 
freezing all construction work on a £2.5 
billion semi-conductor plant in Wales. The 
exposure of German banks to Asian debt is 
already having serious effects: Deutsche Bank, 
the biggest in Europe, has announced 9,000 
job losses. At Daimler-Benz, 150,000 work¬ 
ers are already facing ‘early retirement’, while 
another 200,000jobs are to go in local govern¬ 


ment in the Eastern Lander. Unemployment 
has already risen to the highest levels since the 
war, and will go on getting worse. 

Falling production costs in Asia are already 
putting greater pressure on wages in the cen¬ 
tral countries, in particular through the '35- 
hour week’ already in effect in several Euro¬ 
pean countries, under discussion in others like 
Belgium, and due to be enforced in France and 
Italy by 2000. This policy amounts to ‘job 
blackmail’, and a reduction in wages. The 
bourgeoisie hopes that cuts in ‘social’ budgets 
and higher taxes will help it to compete in the 
commercial war (not to mention that the IMF 
will have to scrape the barrel for its ‘rescue’ 
funds). Reduction in working hours means 
increasing ‘flexibility’, in other words the 
precariousness of working conditions. Multi¬ 
ple employment and partial unemployment 
are becoming the norm. On every question, 
from education to employment, from health to 
pensions, austerity plans that dare not admit 
what they are continue to plunge the workers 
of the developed countries deeper into pov¬ 
erty. 

If the ruling class stays so discreet about the 
measures it is getting together internationally, 
on the massive attacks foiling on every sector, 
in every country, it is because it fears the 
questions the workers might ask about the 
bankruptcy of its system. This is why it 
maintains confusion and unleashes endless 
ideological campaigns. The proletariat cannot 
let itself be lulled by all this talk. Only in 
struggle can it forge its unity and its conscious¬ 
ness, the only weapons which will really 
spring the traps of the ruling class. Only thus 
can it develop its fight against capitalism. W 


Critique conference opposes clarification 


On February 14“, the ICC attended the 25“ 
annual conference of a publication called 
‘Critique', devoted to the question of “the 
failure of social-democracy". A strange title 
one might say, and only about 80-odd years 
out of date. So what is Critique, and what was 
the purpose of this conference? 

The publication itself is a glossy and expen¬ 
sive review, whose inside cover informs us 
that “Critique is an independent... scholarly 
journal... Rejecting the concept of socialism in 
one country, and the possibility that a country 
could be both socialist and undemocratic, it 
seeks to show that the problems erf our time are 
governed by the necessity for democratic con¬ 
trol over all aspects of society. The absence of 
democratic control leads to an inefficient, 
wasteful, and hierarchically structured 
economy, though in different ways according 
to the particular society (...) [Critique’sl/un- 
damental endeavour is to develop Marxist 
method and political economy both in princi¬ 
ple and through application'. Its editors in¬ 
clude Hillel Ticktin of Glasgow University, 
which runs a ‘Centre for Socialist Theory and 
Movements’, Bob Arnot of Glasgow Poly¬ 
technic, and Mick Cox of Queens University, 
Belfast. In fact, what we have here is an 
academic journal run, not by marxists, but by 
a bunch of Marxologists. And how could it be 
otherwise? Universities are an important part 
of the state’s ideological apparatus and they 
are not going to bankroll a revolutionary 
publication. 

Superficially this may not be so obvious. 
The pages of Critique and the speakers at their 
conference are full of denunciations of social- 
democracy and Stalinism. Butwhen we scratch 
a little beneath the surface, we find the same 
tired old ‘theories’ of traditional leftism, espe¬ 
cially Trotskyism, polished up and given a 
new gloss. Here are some examples. The ex- 
USSR was not socialist, but then nor was it 
capitalist either. According to Critique, it 
represented a different form of society, which 
is now trying to ‘enter the market'; Stalinism 
“came into being in order to control the 
workers in the first place. In order to do so, it 


had to find a form which used both force and 
a form of concession to the workers’ ( Cri¬ 
tique no.23, our emphasis). As for social- 
democracy, if we listen to the speakers at the 
conference we hear on the one hand that 
‘Social-democracy has not betrayed the work¬ 
ing class, because it is bourgeois, but it has 
betrayed itself" (Cox), but then, on the other, 
that ‘Labour’s goal of full employment shows 
the semi-working class nature of this party' 
(Ticktin). 

We have not the space here to give a detailed 
account of the five turgid professorial exposi¬ 
tions that we had to listen to. We can summa¬ 
rise the main ideas as follows: firstly, Stalin¬ 
ism has completely foiled and its bankruptcy is 
clear to all as a result of the collapse since 
1989; secondly, Social-Democracy has “be¬ 
trayed itself", and has abandoned its tradi¬ 
tional industrial policy in accepting the rules 
of the game of finance capital, as expressed in 
the phenomenon of globalisation. Is this a 
cause for demoralisation? For our professors, 
quite the contrary. “A space", they say, is 
opening up on the left. If “the Left” can learn 
from its mistakes and failures during the last 
decades, then it can only be in a good position 
to fill this space, and profit from the inevitable 
upsurge of working class resistance to a crisis 
which can only go on deepening. 

It is in this idea of a ‘space’ to be filled, that 
we find the key to the real purpose of the 
meeting. In the present situation, the deepen¬ 
ing of the crisis is certainly posing the possi¬ 
bility of an upsurge in the class struggle while, 
for a small minority, the question of the 
ultimate goal of that struggle is also being 
posed. This minority, composed of politicised 
elements searching for genuine revolutionary 
class positions, represents a potential strength¬ 
ening of the revolutionary forces of the work¬ 
ing class. It is fairly obvious that the ruling 
class is not just going to sit back and let this 
happen. On the contrary, it aims to combat the 
threat posed by the working class at all levels. 
Against the class struggle it deploys its trade 
unions first and foremost, while also attacking 
the proletariat's consciousness with campaigns 


slandering its revolutionary history and poten¬ 
tial. It offers a panoply of false ‘oppositions’, 
while seeking to bury the genuine revolution¬ 
ary expressions of the working class, embod¬ 
ied in the organisations of the Communist 
Left, under a heap of lies and insults. Critique 
finds its niche within this part of the offensive. 
One of the main strategies is the attempt to sow 
confusion about what the ‘left’ really is and, in 
particular, to present the left of capitalism as 
though it were revolutionary. Critique’s state¬ 
ment quoted above tries to make out that "the 
necessity for democratic control" rather than 
proletarian revolution is the solution to soci¬ 
ety’s ills. 

The conference gave official status to dispa¬ 
rate groups. On the one hand there was 
“Workers’ Fight", the English subsidiary of 
the French Trotskyist group Lutte Ouvriere - 
an organisation that has supported Mitterand’s 
Socialist Party in every election since the 
1970s, that defended the USSR as a ‘degener¬ 
ated workers’ state’ right up to its collapse, 
and that has consistently participated with its 
Stalinist chums of the French CP in the sabo¬ 
tage of the class struggle in France. On the 
other there were Radical Chains and Auflieben , 
groups which like to present themselves as 
genuine ‘communists’, and who would de¬ 
nounce the anti-working class nature of Stalin¬ 
ism at the drop of a hat. These latter groups 
specialise in promoting a ‘new’ revolutionary 
movement, in opposition to the ‘sectarian’, 
‘out-dated’ Communist Left. In practice they 
provide a radical gloss to bourgeois single¬ 
issue campaigns, like the anti-roads move¬ 
ment, while rubbishing the Communist Left's 
theories of decadence and joining in the bour¬ 
geoisie’s campaigns against October 1917, as 
in the Radical Chains meeting, ‘Beyond 
Kronstadt', reported in WR 211. 

Critique's particular role is to act as a link 
between such apparently different groups, 
drawing together their various efforts to de¬ 
fend the interests of the bourgeoisie, in par¬ 
ticular by lending its ‘scholarly’ and ‘inde¬ 
pendent’ weight to the pretence that they are 
genuine expressions of the working class. The 


debate on foe ‘failure of social democracy' 
was an important clarification within foe work¬ 
ers' movement. But it was closed many dec¬ 
ades ago. If Critique has chosen to revive it 
now, it is not because it has anything worth 
saying (as the speeches at the conferences 
showed) but to deliberately use it against the 
advancement of consciousness in foe working 
class. 

The ICC intervened to cut through this 
confusion and expose these enemies of the 
working class. Together with the Communist 
Workers Organisation, the other major or¬ 
ganisation of the Communist Left with a 
presence in Britain, that also took part in foe 
meeting, we defended the absolute necessity 
of clearly defining the class line that separates 
organisations of foe working class from those 
of the ruling class. If we are to talk of the 
“betrayal" of social-democracy, then the only 
“betrayal* which has any meaning as for as the 
working class is concerned is the betrayal of 
1914, when the social-democratic parties sup¬ 
ported the imperialist war and in doing so 
passed over to foe enemy camp. Since then, 
they have never been anything but an arm of 
foe bourgeoisie against foe proletariat. Stalin¬ 
ism, for its part, was the instrument of the 
counter-revolution in Russia and represented 
the interests of Russian imperialism in the war 
of 1939, while Trotskyism chose foe side of 
Stalinist and democratic imperialism in 1940. 
The left that Critique gathers under its ‘criti¬ 
cal’ umbrella, is only foe extreme left of 
capitalism and, far from having anything to 
offer foe proletariat, is its most dangerous 

There is only one current that has stood firm 
on the defence of the working class since the 
defeat of the world revolutionary wave in the 
1920s: the current of foe Communist Left: the 
Dutch, German, Italian and French Lefts and 
their modern heirs. The line between the 
Communist Left and the left of capital is a line 
drawn in workers' blood shed in counter¬ 
revolution and world war. To attempt to deny 
that line, as Critique and its accomplices do, is 
to do essential work for the bourgeoisie. WR 













CRISIS IN THE GULF 5 


Trotskyists fuel pacifist illusions 


The threat of more bombing ofcivilians in Iraq 
by the American and British airforce - even if 
it has been temporarily averted -exposes again 
the barbaric irrationality of capitalism and its 
incapacity to offer a perspective other than 
endless suffering to billions around the world. 

The development of military chaos in the 
Middle East and elsewhere can help awaken in 
the working class a consciousness of the 
necessity to overthrow decadent capitalism, in 
which war is endemic, and create a communist 

Revolutionary organisations must play a 
vanguard role in tearing away the excuses with 
which imperialism tries to hide its murder and 
destruction. They must also show the working 
class that it must continue the defence of its 
own immediate interests against the attempts 
of the bourgeoisie to make it pay for war, a 
defence that is also a precondition for achiev¬ 
ing the ultimate goal of the class struggle. 

The bourgeoisie doesn’t passively allow the 
world situation to open the eyes of the prole¬ 
tariat nor does it leave the revolutionary 
organisation a free held within which it can 
intervene. Not only does it use the official 
media to repeatedly mystify the causes and 
objectives of its military adventures, but it also 
has a spectrum of left wing forces to distort the 
emergence of class consciousness in order to 
ensure the passivity of the proletariat and, if 
necessary, mobilise it behind the banners of 
nationalism Of these forces the most hyp¬ 
ocritical apologists for imperialist war are the 
leftists of Trotskyist origin who falsely claim 
to represent international socialism and prole¬ 
tarian revolution. 

Reinforcing pacifist illusions. 

‘Don't let them do this again ", “No to war in 
the GulT, ‘No Mood for oil’, ‘Don V bomb 
Iraq", “Welfare not warfare’ have been the 
slogans of the Socialist Workers Party. 

At first sight they might seem valid. But 
these slogans deliberately leave out who is to 
achieve them and how. They leave in confu¬ 
sion exactly what should be clarified: that only 
the working class by overthrowing the entire 
apparatus of imperialism can bring about 
peace. No fraction of the bourgeoisie can: 
because its system is war. This ambiguity of 


the leftists in front of the workers' illusions is 
deliberate: such slogans are supposed to be 
transitional - encouraging the working class to 
act on its present illusions in the peaceful 
intentions of its exploiters in order to go 
through negative experiences and thus reach, 
in the mythical future, revolutionary conclu- 

The Trotskyist movement which puts for¬ 
ward such slogans abandoned international¬ 
ism with its support of Allied imperialism in 
the Second World War (1). Ever since, they 
have played a significant role for the bourgeoi¬ 
sie by reinforcing workers’ pacifist illusions in 
order to prevent revolutionary conclusions 
being drawn and to mobilise them for imperi- 

With their radical sounding noise the leftists 
try to drown out any revolutionary logic. 
According to them the imperialists can be 
forced to see reason and be pacified. What's 
more, die warmongers can be persuaded to 
turn their swords into ploughshares, and re¬ 
spect human life instead of profits. The vast 
arms industry and military sector, it would 
seem, can be transformed into education and 
health services. 

The Marxist left in the First World War tcx* 
up the slogan “Turn the imperialist war into a 
civil war", leaving no doubt that peace could 
only come through revolution. They de¬ 
nounced illusions in the pacifist wing of the 
bourgeoisie as do revolutionaries today. In 
contrast leftists actively encourage these illu- 

Mobilising workers behind the left wing 
of imperialism. 

The SWP tells workers to join protests, dem¬ 
onstrations and rallies for ‘peace’, organised 
by the Labour Party left, by the trade unions 
and CND. They provide two illusions for the 
price of one. Firstly there’s the idea that 
through the democratic facade of parliament 
and its parties you really can influence impe¬ 
rialist militarism. Secondly there’s the lie that 
the left of the bourgeoisie, of die government 
party itself, is not as murderous as the right 
and so should be supported, as though impe¬ 
rialism was merely a result of a mistaken 
policy rather than the life-blood of capitalism. 


Historically the role of pacifism, espoused 
by left wing social democrats and liberals 
before the First and Second World Wars (and 
in other imperialist wars), is not to disarm 
capitalism but the working class. Demanding 
that workers line up behind them is to ask that 
they walk into a deliberate trap. 

Of course the SWP is critical of the Labour 
left and their support for the United Nations, 
for sanctions and for diplomacy. But such 
critical support only makes the pacifist illu¬ 
sions and campaigning they propose all the 
more attractive and radical sounding. In addi¬ 
tion they have given the impression that a 
handful of minor pacifist demonstrations 
changed the direction of US imperialism. “Bill 
Clinton and Tony Blair were shaken last week 
by the scale of opposition to their war drive in 
the Middle East. Clinton's administration was 
thrown on the defensive.... "(Socialist Worker 
28/2/98). They were supposedly “shaken" by 
200 protesters in Chicago, 500 in Boston, 50 
in Minneapolis, a ‘town hall* meeting in 
Columbus, Ohio and uncounted demonstra¬ 
tors on marches in New York and San Fran¬ 
cisco. A similar scale of “opposition" was 
reported in Britain. The SWP seriously ex¬ 
pects its readers to believe that imperialism 
has been “shaken " by such pacifist protests! 

From pacifism...to imperialism 

Leftist pacifism, like all pacifism, is doubly 
hypocritical. The pacifism of the leftists in 
Britain is linked to their critical support for 
Iraqi imperialism against US and British impe¬ 
rialism. In Britain workers should ‘oppose’ 
war, in Iraq support it. 

In the leftist world view, despite the domina¬ 
tion by imperialism of every corner of the 
planet, oppressed nations can supposedly lib¬ 
erate themselves and weaken imperialism and 
therefore should be supported. Iraq, despite its 
obviously predatory imperialist appetites is 
put in this category by the leftists and is 
therefore eligible for proletarian sacrifices. 
While the SWP might be relatively subtle in 
saying this, a group like Workers Power come 
straight out with it: “The Iraqi people have 
every right to resist a military onslaught. 
Internationalists should stand with Iraq against 
imperialist aggression: it is the job ofthe Iraqi 


Continued from page 1 

Imperialist conflicts 
behind the 
Gulf crisis 

Arab countries attended the Islamic confer¬ 
ence in Iran - a country which the USA defines 
as a terrorist regime, and which has also re¬ 
established links with some of America’s 
principal rivals, especially Germany. The 
danger that the growing anti-American mood 
in the Middle East would open the door to 
other great powers was shown very graphi¬ 
cally in November 1997, when Russian diplo¬ 
macy stepped in to avert a clash with Iraq over 
the expulsion of the American component of 
the UN weapons inspection team. 

Faced with this growing challenge, the USA 
decided to respond to Saddam’s most recent 
act of disobedience - the refusal to open the 
presidential palaces to the UN inspection team 
- with an enormous deployment of military 
force and the threat of a bombing operation 
that would be much closer to the holocaust of 
’91 than to the damp squibs of 1994 and 1996. 

But the weakening of America’s position 
since ’91 has been demonstrated very openly 
by its inability to mobilise the other great 
powers, not to mention the regional powers of 
the Middle East, in support of this operation. 
China and Russia were strongly opposed to 
any military intervention, Yeltsin even mak¬ 
ing threatening noises about the danger of a 
third world war. This was rhetoric on his part, 
because Russia is no longer the superpower it 
was during the Cold War. But it was still a 
significant sign of the freezing up of the 
relations between America and Russia. France 
has also condemned the resort to military 
strikes, with Chirac making emotional speeches 
about the women and children who would die 


if they went ahead. Japan and Germany, as is 
their wont, have been more discrete; but Japan 
announced that it would not give any financial 
support to the military operations in the Gulf 
(as it was forced to do in ’91) and Chancellor 
Kohl made a point of reminding US repre¬ 
sentatives, sent to Europe to canvas support, 
that the US had supported Saddam during the 
Iran-Iraq war. The majority of the Arab states 
either refused to associate themselves with 
America’s military build-up, or, if it was too 
difficult to resist US pressure, as in the case of 
Kuwait, made plain their lack of enthusiasm. 

Of all the great powers Britain alone has 
stood shoulder to shoulder with die US in this 
crisis. But this has been for contingent rea¬ 
sons: Britain doesn't have the same ties with 
the Baghdad regime that France does, and 
made it clear that its position on the Gulf 
situation is motivated above all by Britain’s 
national interests. The much-hyped love affair 
between Clinton and Blair does not mean that 
the historic rift between the US and Britain has 
been overcome. 

We are thus in a very different situation from 
the one which prevailed in 1991, when the US 
was in complete control of events. The inva¬ 
sion of Kuwait, a trap laid for Saddam by the 
US who gavehim the ‘green light’ to march in, 
provided a much more tangible pretext for 
military intervention than the current saga of 
the presidential palaces. The US had all the 
‘legitimacy* it needed to unleash Operation 
Desert Storm, in the name of an alliance in 
which the majority of Arab countries, and all 
the great powers, including the most recalci¬ 
trant ones, had been mobilised behind the US. 
At that point, Saddam Hussein was fully 
committed to the annexation of Kuwait and 
could not afford to retreat. In the recent crisis, 
Saddam was also in a very different position: 
he could afford to negotiate and make conces¬ 
sions about weapons inspections without los¬ 
ing face. In feet, in contrast to '91, the 


outcome of this crisis has depended to a large 
extent on Saddam's moves, with the Ameri¬ 
cans being compelled to run to catch up. In any 
case, the USA stood to lose however things 
turned out. If they did intervene, it would only 
increase the antagonism towards diem; if they 
didn’t, they would appear to lack the neces¬ 
sary resolve needed for ‘world leadership’. 
Either way, the challenge to their authority 
could only grow. 

The Annan settlement 

It’s in this context - the weakening of US 
authority across the globe, and particularly in 
the Middle East - that we have to examine the 
significance of the deal that Kofi Annan finally 
brought back from Baghdad. We have seen 
that America’s threat to use massive military 
force was no idle one, but corresponded to the 
real needs of US imperialism. Right up to the 
end of the recent crisis, the dominant line in 
the US ruling class was almost certainly in 
favour of military strikes. And yet the US was 
finally obliged to play die diplomatic card. 
Despite the comedy of Annan’s trip being an 
‘independent’ UN mission, and Clinton’s in¬ 
sistence that he would have to study the deal in 
detail before approving it, Annan is effec¬ 
tively America’s man, their choice to replace 
Boutros Ghali who was too pro-French for 
theirtking. Annan went to Baghdad under US 
orders: the terms of the deal he signed with 
Saddam had already been decided during a 
secret meeting between Annan and Madelaine 
Albright (Guardian, 26.2.98. ‘How US called 
shots on Annan trip’). 

This change of line by the US ! followed 
intense talks between President Clinton and 
his national security advisers during which 
they moved from a desire to hit Saddam 
Hussein with the biggest military strike of the 
Clinton presidency to the conclusion that it 
would be difficult to do so without much more 
international support’ (ibid). In other words. 


people, not US bombers, to get rid of Saddam " 
(WP February 1998). But how are the “Iraqi 
people ’ to get rid of Saddam if they have let 
themselves be mobilised to die in the defence 
of the Iraqi bourgeoisie? 

In the 21 February issue of Socialist Worker, 
an article on the 1968 Tet offensive of the 
North Vietnamese against the US reminds us 
that the leftist’s selling of worker’s blood for 
imperialism is not new. Supposedly Tet showed 
us that: ‘A small peasant country was able to 
defeat the mightiest military power in the 
world’. In fact, it only tells us that the task of 
the leftists is to hide the real nature of imperi¬ 
alism, the better to mobilise workers for one 
side in the blood bath. North Vietnam was a 
satellite of the Russian imperialist bloc. The 
retreat of the US from Vietnam was in feet a 
stepping stone towards US encirclement and 
ultimate defeat of die Soviet Bloc in 1989. Not 
a weakening of imperialism then but a shift in 
its balance of forces. 

Only the working class, through a deter¬ 
mined revolutionary struggle, can ‘weaken’ 
imperialism, prior to eliminating it all to¬ 
gether, otherwise there can only be a realign¬ 
ment of imperialist forces to the detriment of 
this struggle. 

The task of revolutionaries is to remain true 
to the internationalist principles of the work¬ 
ing class, even when, like the Communist Left 
during the thirties and forties, it is isolated or 
persecuted. Only if revolutionaries defend this 
heritage will the working class be able to find 
its bearings in the military chaos that is devel¬ 
oping today. 

The leftists pretend to believe that only 
socialism can bring about peace. But like the 
social chauvinists of the First World War their 
‘socialism’ is empty decoration for their 
speeches. Their real activity is to act as radical 
apologists for the pacifist recuperators of 
proletarian consciousness, and as recruiters 
for the imperialist camps in which the prole¬ 
tariat can die for the interests of its class 
enemy. Como 24.2.98 

1) World Revolution 21, December 1978: 
“Trotskyism and WW2: In defence of impe- 


America’s feilure to go ahead with the military 
option was the direct result of its inability to 
rally the other imperialist powers behind it, 
and of the recognition that the use of force 
would only increase its lack of ‘international 
support’. The resort to diplomacy was merely 
making the best of a bad job. It’s a ‘solution’ 
that presents a number of inconveniences, not 
least that Saddam has emerged out of this crisis 
with a much improved image, both at home 
and throughout the Middle East, as ‘the only 
Arab leader who can stand up to the US’. He 
has shown that it pays to exploit the differences 
between the great powers, and this can only 
encourage others to follow his example. More 
generally, the US may be singing the virtues 
of diplomacy backed by the threat of force, but 
its difficulties in actually carrying out this 
threat can only expose its weaknesses and so 
embolden all those who seek to put its world 
hegemony into question. 

And that, paradoxical though it might seem, 
is precisely why America cannot renounce the 
military option, even if, as Albright threat¬ 
ened the moment the Annan deal was an¬ 
nounced, it means ‘going it alone’. Though it 
has approved the deal, the US was quick to 
point out that any further infringements by 
Saddam would bring automatic military strikes; 
and this hanging threat will be backed up by a 
more or less permanent US presence in the 
Gulf. 

Military action has only been postponed. 
And the more it is postponed, the more press¬ 
ing the need for it, the bigger the deployment 

the revelation of the USA’s weakness will only 
encourage the imperialist ambitions of its 
rivals, accelerate the flight into ‘every man for 
himself. Whether or not the next target is 
Saddam, capitalism’s drive towards milita¬ 
rism and war cannot be halted - except by the 
international proletarian revolution. Amos 






6 POLEMIC WITH COMMUNIST LEFT 


The need for clarity on the union question 


Over the recent period, the ICC has published 
many articles on the bourgeoisie’s developing 
offensive against the communist left, espe¬ 
cially the Italian left and its denunciation of the 
way the ’Allies' used the extermination of the 
Jews to justify the Second World War. Faced 
with this campaign it is essential that the 
groups of the proletarian political milieu openly 
defend their common heritage. All of the 
major proletarian political organisations to¬ 
day - the ICC, the International Bureau for the 
Revolutionary Party (composed of the Com¬ 
munist Workers Organisation and Batraglia 
Comunista ), and the various International Com¬ 
munist Parities, all proclaim their political 
affiliation to the Ita' 

The left, whose i 
Bordiga, was expelled from the leadership of 
the Communist Party of Italy by the Stalinists 
in the mid-twenties. After this the left fraction 
in exile published the journals Prometeo and 
Bilan. The Italian left was at the forefront of 
the international struggle against the degen¬ 
eration of the Communist International and 
the proletarian bastion in Russia. In the 1930s, 
the comrades of Bilan waged an intransigent 
struggle against Stalinism and Social Democ¬ 
racy; they denounced the so-called ’Spanish 
revolution’ as an imperialist war and a prepa¬ 
ration for the coming world war. During the 
war, these comrades carried out revolutionary 
activity in the most atrocious conditions, de¬ 
nouncing the ’anti-fascist’ war as another 
imperialist massacre. The activity of the Ital¬ 
ian communist left, especially its determined 
struggle to draw the lessons of the defeat of the 
revolutionary wave, has provided today’spro- 
letarian political organisation with much of its 
political arsenal. 

The ICC has always made clear its affiliation 
to the Italian left and all of those organisations 
that defend this tradition. However, this de¬ 
fence has been based on the method used by 
the Italian left, which was to carry out a 
rigorous confrontation of positions between 
communist groups in order to prepare the 
formation of the future communist party. It is 
within this context that we want to address the 
analysis made of the General Strike of 1926 
and the question of the trade unions by the 
International Communist Party in its English 
language Review: Communist Left 10/11(1). 
This issue raises many important points of 
agreement between our organisations, as well 
as one of the most essential differences: the 

We can only welcome the ICP’s concern to 
mark the 70th anniversary of the General 
Strike by laying out and republishing the 
Italian left's analysis of this event: “On the 
occasion of the 70th anniversary cf the Gen¬ 
eral Strike we are republishing a number of 
articles, and excerpts of articles, which pro¬ 
vide a kaleidoscopic snapshot of the response 
of the Italian left to a momentous occasion in 
the history of the international working class. 
They present us with a view of the General 
Strike which goes beyond parochialism and 
sees the events in the context of international 
events, especially the degeneration of the 
Russian Revolution' {Communist Left no 10/ 
11, ‘Articles on the 1926 General Strike: 
Introduction’). 

We agree entirely that it is only by placing 
this event in its worldwide and historical 
context that it can be clearly understood. 

The General Strike has to be seen, as the ICP 
affirms, as an important expression of the 
decline of the great revolutionary wave. The 
Russian proletariat’s victorious revolution in 
1917 was followed by lOyears of international 
revolutionary struggles: Germany from 1919 
to 1923, the short lived Hungarian revolution 
in 1919, the massive struggles in Italy between 
1917 and 21, the international growth of the 
Communist International; as well as other 
revolutionary movements throughout the 
world. However, with the defeats of the pro¬ 
letariat in Germany, Italy and elsewhere, the 
proletariat was thrown increasingly onto the 
defensive. The General Strike and the upris¬ 
ings in China in 1927 marked the last gasps of 
this revolutionary wave. 

The ICP show that these defeats and the 
decline of the revolutionary wave weakened 
the political coherence of the Communist 
International, further undermining the prole¬ 
tariat’s revolutionary efforts. In the article 
'The Comintern and the United Front’ the 


Italian left’s struggle against the degeneration 
of the Cl is laid out. A central component of 
this political weakening was the policy of the 
United Front. The United Front, the formation 
of common fronts with the social democratic 
parties, was first put forward in 1921 as a 
means for increasing the influence of the 
Communist International faced with the slow¬ 
ing down of the revolutionary wave and the 
increased influence of the social democratic 
parties. From the beginning the Communist 
Party of Italy, led by the left, opposed any, 
compromise with these false ‘socialist’ par¬ 
ties, which had played and still were playing 
a central role in the bourgeoisie’s counter- 
. For the Italian left 

its class independence and revolutionary prin¬ 
ciples in order to provide the proletariat with 
clear political leadership. By contrast, tie 
policy of the United Front became increas¬ 
ingly more confusing for the mass of workers, 
especially when it was joined by ” 
workers’ governments,: 
the framework of the bourgeois state but run 
jointly by the social democratic and Commu¬ 
nist parties. With the triumph of the new 
Stalinist bourgeoisie in Russia, what had started 
out as an opportunist reaction to the decline of 
the revolutionary wave was turned into a tool 
of counter-revolution; Stalinism turned the 
International into a tool of Russian diplomacy. 
The United Front was no longer seen as a way 
of countering the influence of the social demo¬ 
crats but as a means for the Russian state to 
gain influence with the bourgeoisies of coun¬ 
tries it wanted to make alliances with. 

The ICP place the General Strike fully 
within this process of degeneration: “The 
General Strike was one of the casualties of 
these developments, and its failure marks a 
definitive separation ofthe Russian state from 
the international proletarian movement: for 
what use the Russian state and Comintern if it 
was continually going to deliver the working 
class into the hands of its enemies'. (‘Articles 
on the 1926 General Strike’). The British 
working class, which joined the strike in its 
millions, was delivered up to the bourgeoisie 
because the Russian state, through the Interna¬ 
tional, had formed a United Front with the 
TUC from the beginning of 1926, with the 
formation of the Anglo-Russian Trade Union 
Committee. The aim of the latter was to 
increase diplomatic and trade relations be¬ 
tween Britain and Russia. Thus, during the 
strike, the International supported the leading 
role and actions of the TUC. But the General 
Council of the TUC blocked any efforts by the 
working class to create its own independent 
class organisations, consistently denied the 
political character of the strike, and called off 
the strike after nine days without the working 
class gaining anything, thus ensuring the great¬ 
est level of demoralisation and confusion 
throughout the class. The Italian left at the 
time, in contrast to the increasingly Stabilised 
Communist Party of Great Britain, clearly 
denounced the role of the TUC and the Anglo- 
Russian Committee: “In the presence of these 
hugely important events, the present chief and 
general staff of the trade unions were in the 
from line in order to suffocate the movemern, 
discovering in the process that the Anglo- 
Russian Committee served as their indispensa¬ 
ble back-up to accomplish their task of betray¬ 
ing the proletariat’s imerests’ (Prometeo no 
20,18th August 1929, cited in Communist Left 
No 10/11). 

From these events the ICP draws out a very 
important lesson: “There are many lessons to 
be drawn from thefiasco of the General Strike, 
but perhaps the main one of all is that the 
communist party must at all cost preserve its 
independence and its revolutionary doctrine, 
and resist attempts to win influence by yoking 
itself to the bigger social-democratic parties’ 
(ibid). 

The role of the unions 

The ICC fully supports the main political 
lessons drawn by the ICP from the lessons of 
the General Strike. However we think that 
there is one very important political weak¬ 
nesses in this analysis. This is their inability to 
understand that: “The events of1926 showed, 
irrevocably and totally, the reactionary nature 
of the trade union apparatus, and the integra¬ 
tion of all union organisations into the bour¬ 


geoisie" (‘The General Strike: fifty years on'. 
World Revolution no 6, 1976). Without this 
understanding, the ICP’s efforts to draw the 
lessons of the General Strike for the proletariat 
are left weakened because the reactionary role 
of the unions is one of the most important 
political lessons the proletariat has to draw. 

The ICP is incapable of drawing this lesson 
because it defends an opportunist position on 
the unions: “The trade unions, whoever di¬ 
rects them, being professional economic asso¬ 
ciations, always bring together the elemems of 
the same class. It is possible that the organised 
proletarians elect represematives with not 
only moderate but also even bourgeois tenden¬ 
cies. and the direction cf the unionfalls under 
the influence of capitalism. The fact remains, 
however, that the trade unions are exclusively 
made up of workers and thus it will never be 
possible to say about them what we say about 
parliament, namely, that they are susceptible 
to only a bourgeois direction’ {The Party's 
Programme, ‘Revolutionary party and eco- 
action’, page 17). 

This position, as the ICP would say, is the 
one defended by the 2nd Congress of the 
Communist International. However, the In¬ 
ternational’s adoption of this position over 70 
years ago is understandable. At that time 
capitalism had only just entered its decadent 
phase and the implications of this for the form 
and content of the workers’ struggle was not 
altogether clear, even if currents like the 
German and Dutch left were already develop¬ 
ing an analysis of the unions as organs of the 
bourgeoisie. Whereas today we have behind 
us decades of experience to make it clear that: 
“Since World War 1, capitalist decadence has 
plunged humanity imo the barbarity of a 
recurring cycle of crisis, war, and reconstruc¬ 
tion. This cycle reinforces the existing historic 
conditions which simultaneously render im¬ 
possible any defence of proletarian interests 
through reformist struggles and force any 
organisation basing itself on this terrain to 
become a bourgeois instrument integrated into 
the state apparatus. These conditions princi¬ 
pally boil down to the impossibility of reforms 
and the development of state totalitarianism’ 
(from the ICC’spamphlet Trade Unions against 
the working class, page 25*26). Given that 
the unions were built by the proletariat as a 
means of gaining reforms, the change of 
historical period has concrete implications: 
“At the point when unions could no longer 
exist as workers’ organisations because cfhe 
impossibility of fulfilling their original task, 
decadent capitalism created the need within 
the statefora number of functions which suited 
the unions perfectly: containment of the work¬ 
ing class, management of the sale of labour 
power, regularisation and defusing of the 
conflicts between capital and labour etc’ 
(ibid, page 30). The trade unions have thus 
become the state’s policeman on the shop 
floor: “It is in the factories and in the face of 
explosions cf class struggle that the unions are 
so indispensable to the capitalist state. Im¬ 
mersed within the revolutionary doss they are 
the best placed to defuse, demoralise, and 
divide any revolutionary tendency within the 
class. In countries where an old trade union 
tradition exists, they have become experts in 
these matters’ (ibid, page 30). 

Withoutthis historical understandingofdeca- 
dence (an analysis that the ICP rejects) and of 
its implications for the proletariat and its forms 
of struggle, a communist organisation is left 
severely weakened. Thus, although the ICP 
draws important political lessons from the 
General Strike - on the United Front, the role 
of Stalinism, the absolute necessity for com¬ 
munist organisations to defend the independ¬ 
ence of the class - it is left with an ambiguous 
position on the role of the unions in the 
General Strike. 

The ICP talk of the “betrayal” and the 
“sabotage" of the strike by the trade union 
leaders, and oppose to this the idea that if there 
had been revolutionary leadership by the 
International and the CPGB things could have 
been different. But the marxist method is not 
based on “what ifs”, but on drawing the 
lessons of the struggles of the proletariat in 
order to orient its present and foture battles. 
The General Strike was an important example 
of the integration of the unions into the state. 
The trade unions in 1926 participated fully in 
the carefully planned manoeuvres by the capi- 


deliver a real blow not only 
against the proletariat in Britain but interna¬ 
tionally. ‘The bourgeoisie, for its 
part...recognised clearly which side of the 
class line the trade unions, as organisations, 
now stood. It was not that some ‘sectors’ or 
‘leaders ’ had betrayed their class, but that the 
trade union structure as a whole had capitu¬ 
lated to the bourgeoisie and the interests of 
capital. And the trade unions were seen to be 
indispensable to the state from the bourgeoi¬ 
sie 's point of view in that the working dass 
retained a belief that these organisations were 
still its own and fought for them as they had 
done in the past’ (WR6,opcit). The defeat of 
the General Strike served to drive the final 
nails into the international revolutionary wave. 
And although Stalinism played an important 
part in this defeat - as the ICP correctly 
highlight - the unions' integration into the state 
was in this case an even more potent factor in 
derailing and finally demoralising the working 

Behind the ICP’s confusions on the role of 
the unions in die General Strike is its idea of 
class unions. The history of the past 80 years 
has not left it unaffected: it has seen that the 
unions have increasingly played an important 
part in the state’s attacks on the class. How¬ 
ever, because it still sees the unions as a 
proletarian form, it is unable to draw the full 
lessons. This has led it to a half way position 
expressed clearly in its analysis of ‘Class/Red 
unions’ and Nationalist unions. In this view, 
the nationalist unions have been integrated 
into the state because they accept the bour¬ 
geois state and the national economy. But the 
class unions are based on the needs of the 
proletariat (Fora more detailed analysis of the 
ICP's position see: ‘No such thing as a Red 
trade union’ World Revolution no 172, March 
1994). And while for the ICP the main unions 
today are ‘nationalist’, in the past they have 
supported the CGIL - the Stalinist union in 
Italy - not because it was a ‘class union’, “but 
because it was considered as such by the near- 
totality of combative workers who belonged to 
it“ {Communist Left no 1, ‘The Party and the 
COBAS’). The ICP also supported the NUM 
for very much the same reasons during the 
1984 UK miners' strike. Its opportunist posi¬ 
tion on the unions not only led it to supporting 
the bourgeois state’s ‘radical’ unions, but also 
the rank and file union movements which the 
bourgeoisie throw up in order to maintain the 
unions' hold over the class. Thus, although the 
ICP denounces the role of the Transport and 
General Workers’ Union in the imprisoning of 
the recent Liverpool dockers’ strike within 
corporatism; although it defends the need for 
the spreading of the struggle beyond corporate 
divisions, the ICP doesn't denounce the role of 
the dock shop stewards who have been the 
spearhead of the unions’ manoeuvre (see Com¬ 
munist Left 10/11, ‘Interventions in die Liver¬ 
pool dockers’ strike’). 

If the ICP is to stop ending up, despite their 
intentions, defending these radical forms of 
the capitalist state, it has to make a real critique 
of its opportunist position on the unions and 
understand that: “Under decadent capitalism 
revolutionary struggle cannot take on the 
trade union form. The revolutionary struggle 
is a mass, generalised, and direct struggle 
which cannot revert back into the shell of an 
organisation built for reforms, still less when 
reforms themselves are impossible“ (Trade 
Unions against the working class, page 42). 
Phil 

(1) Communist Left: write to ICP Editions, PO 
Box 52, Liverpool L69 &AL.This group is 
part of the current that publishes 11 Partito 
Comunista in Italy. II Partito split from the 
principal ‘International Communist Party' in 
the early 70s, in particular around the union 
question. It has tended to be the most sectarian 
of the Bordigist groups, almost never ac¬ 
knowledging the existence of other groups in 
the proletarian camp. So far, all efforts by the 
ICC in Britain to establish minimal contact 
with Communist Left have been ignored. But 
as we shall show in future articles, there are 
signs that other Bordigist groups are begin¬ 
ning to move away from their traditional 
sectarian isolation, and we have no doubt that 
even 11 Partito/Communist Left will eventually 
be affected by this movement. We thus call on 
the comrades of Communist Left to make a 
public response to this article. 
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working class to set up its own political rule - 
the “dictatorship of the proletariat” as it was 
referred to in other writings of the same 

Equally valid to this day is the prospect of the 
withering away of the state. Political power 
and the state were only a necessity in a society 
divided into classes; since die proletariat had 
no interest in forming itself into a new exploit¬ 
ing class, but was compelled to fight for the 
abolition of all class divisions, it followed that 
the advent of communism meant the end of 
politics as a particular sphere, and the end of 
the state. As the Manifesto puts it: “when in the 
course of development, class distinctions have 
disappeared, and all production has been 
concentrated in the hands of a vast association 
of the whole nation, the public power will lose 
its political character. Political power, prop¬ 
erly so called, is merely the organised power 
of one class for oppressing another. If the 
proletariat during its contest with the bour¬ 
geoisie is compelled, byforce of circumstance, 
to organise itself as a class; if, by means of a 
revolution, it makes itself the ruling class, and, 
as such, sweeps away by force the old condi¬ 
tions of production, then it will, along with 
these conditions, have swept away the condi¬ 
tions for the existence of class antagonisms 
and ofclasses generally, and will thereby have 
abolished its own supremacy as a class’. 

Proletarian internationalism 

“The workers have no country. You cannot 
take away from them what they do not have’. 
For ISO years loyalty to the principle of 
proletarian internationalism and the slogan on 
which the Manifesto concludes - “workers of 
the world unite!" - has been the most decisive 
criterion for judging whether the parties that 
claim to belong to the proletarian camp actu¬ 
ally do belong to it, just as the abandonment of 
internationalism has always signalled a be¬ 
trayal from which no return is possible. Even 
if, at the time of the Manifesto, marxism could 
still support certain national movements as 
expressions of die struggle of a still progres¬ 
sive bourgeoisie against feudal absolutism, 
Marx and Engels were unambiguous about the 
bourgeois character of such movements and 
about the fundamental antagonism between 
the national framework and the revolutionary 
programme of the proletariat The Manifesto 
insists that “ united action, of the leading 
civilised countries at least, is one of the first 
conditions for the emancipation of the prole¬ 
tariat.' The Principles of Communism are 
even more explicit about this: “ the communist 
revolution will not merely be a national phe¬ 
nomenon but must take place simultaneously 
in all civilised countries, thatistosay, at least 
in England, America, France and Germany. It 
is a universal revolution and will have a 
universal range". 

The idea that communism, or even the 
revolutionary seizure of power, could become 
a reality within the confines of a single coun¬ 
try, was as far from the minds of Marx and 
Engels as it was from the minds of the Bolshe¬ 
viks who led the October revolution in 1917, 
and of the internationalist fractions who led the 
resistance to the Stalinist counter-revolution, 
which encapsulated itself precisely in the 
monstrous theory of “socialism in one coun¬ 
try”. 


Marx and Lenin against Stalin 

Against the Stalinist lies (and against the lies of 
those repentant ex-Stalinists who have now 
become knights in the battle against commu¬ 
nism) which claim that the Manifesto provides 
a marxist legitimacy to the state capitalist 
regimes in the USSR and elsewhere, it is 
necessary to say loud and clear that Stalinism 
has on every level been the negation of the 
general principles of the Manifesto, which for 
ISO years has been the doctrinal body of the 

What connection is there between commu¬ 
nism, defined in the Manifesto as “an associa¬ 
tion in which the free development of each is 
the condition for the free development of all", 
and the Stalinist regimes of terror and super¬ 


exploitation? Only one of total opposition. “In 
bourgeois society, living labour is no more 
than a means to increase accumulated labour. 
In communist society, the accumulated labour 
is no more than a means to widen, enrich and 
embellish the existence of those who work". 
This definition by Marx and Engels goes 
completely against the ferocious exploitation 
of the proletariat on the altar of the accumula¬ 
tion of Russian capital and its imperialist war 
effort. The concentration of the means of 
production in the hands of the state - which the 
Stalinists and Trotskyists claim is the practical 
application of the Manifesto's formulae against 
bourgeois property - has never put into 
question “this wretched mode of appropriation 
which ensures that the worker lives only to 
increase capital and according to the interests 
of the ruling class ”, and in which “the im¬ 
mense majority are deprived of any property". 

Where is the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
ie the class of producers, which constitutes the 
majority of society, raising itself to the posi¬ 
tion of ruling class, in the Stalinist system in 
which the proletarians are crushed under the 
heel of a class of all-powerful, idle bourgeois 
bureaucrats? What connection is there be¬ 
tween the withering away of the state foreseen 
by Marx as a result of the disappearance of 
classes, and the Moloch of a bureaucratic 
police state set up by Stalin and his emulators? 
Finally, what connection is there between the 
internationalist rallying cry which concludes 
the Manifesto and the theory of “socialism in 
one country” which served to justify capitalist 
exploitation and militarism in the name of 
defending the “socialist fatherland”? (My a 
river of blood. 

But at a time when the bourgeoisie is making 
a hue and cry about the so-called “crimes of 
communism”, there are among its paid intel¬ 
lectuals certain more subtle ideologues who 
seek to set Marx against Lenin, by claiming 
that the Bolsheviks went outside Marx’s teach¬ 
ings in daring to put themselves at the head of 
the proletarian revolution of 1917. Such peo¬ 
ple claim to be the “defenders” of marxism 
and even of ”the ideal of communism” the 
better to sell the lie that Stalin was the continu- 
ator of Lenin and to attack the perspective of 
the proletarian revolution. They look for le¬ 
gitimacy in the likes of Kautsky, who in 1917 
also spoke against the October revolution in 
the name of a so-called marxist orthodoxy, 
which was in fact inherited from the opportun¬ 
ist and reformist gangrene that had taken hold 
of large parts of the workers’ movement at the 
end of last century. An “orthodoxy” which, 
today as yesterday, seeks to turn Marx into a 
harmless icon and calls on the workers to 
renounce any “revolutionary utopia’ with a 
passion in direct proportion to their fear of the 
proletarian revolution. 

Proletarian October in 1917 was not only the 
complete confirmation of the class confronta¬ 
tion foreseen by Marx and Engels in 1848, but 
the most consistent application of the pro¬ 
gramme of the Mani festo: the necessity for the 
violent overthrow of the bourgeois order faced 
with the bankruptcy of its mode of production; 
the affirmation of the dictatorship of the pro¬ 
letariat through its workers’ councils; and all 
this in the firm framework of proletarian 
internationalism, which recognises the neces¬ 
sarily international character of the proletar¬ 
ian revolution. This red thread which connects 
Marx to Lenin and the Communist League to 
the Third International, which was carried on 
after the failure of the 1917-23 revolutionary 
wave by the left fractions of the Communist' 
International and today’s groups of the com¬ 
munist left, this is the thread that the bourgeoi¬ 
sie wants to cut at any price. Because the 
perspective posed to humanity ISO years ago 
remains just as relevant today: 

“Let the ruling classes tremble at a commu¬ 
nist revolution. The proletarians have nothing 
to lose but their chains. They have a world to 
win". PW 

(l)See our series in the International Re¬ 
view, “Communism is not a nice ideal but a 
material necessity”, in particular numbers 68- 
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8 COMMUNIST MANIFESTO OF 1848 


Fundamental weapon of the 
workers’ struggle against capitalism 


In February 1848 in London, (he first edi¬ 
tion of the Manifesto of the Communist Party 
was published in German. 150 years later, 
when the ruling class is using the vast 
resources of its media to smother the Uving 
experience of October 1917 and to exorcise 
the spectre of the proletarian revolution, 
this small pamphlet written by Marx and 
Engels as the programme of the Communist 
League has lost none of its historical signifi¬ 
cance or its relevance. It remains the back¬ 
bone of the proletariat’s revolutionary 
theory, the founding text of the workers’ 
movement, both in its affirmation of the 
goals of communism and of the means to 
reach them. The penetrating way that the 
Manifesto exposes the mortal contradic¬ 
tions which would ultimately spell capital¬ 
ism's doom, the intransigence of the princi¬ 
ples it develops, make it more than ever an 
indispensable weapon for the accomplish¬ 
ment of the historic tasks of the working 
class. 


“The theoretical conclusions of the commu¬ 
nists are in no way based on ideas or principles 
that have been invented, or discovered, by this 
or that would-be universal reformer. They 
merely express, in general terms, actual rela¬ 
tions springingfroman existing class struggle, 
fromahistoricedmovementgoingon under our 
very eyes " (Communist Manifesto). 

The writing of the Communist Manifesto 
corresponded to a decisive moment in the 
history of the class struggle. A moment in 
which the class which carried within itself the 
communist project, the proletariat, had begun 
to form itself into an independent class within 
society. As the proletariat developed its own 
struggle for the improvement of its living 
conditions, communism ceased to be an ab¬ 
stract ideal elaborated by utopian currents and 
became a practical social movement leading to 
the abolition of class society and the creation 
ofan authentic human community. At the time 
that the Manifesto was written, the workers’ 
movement was starting to detach itself from 
the idealist and humanitarian vision of cur¬ 
rents such as those ofWeiding and Proudhon(l). 
It was not by chance that the first edition of the 
Manifesto appeared only a few months before 
the June days in Paris, in which the proletariat 
demarcated itself from the bourgeoisie by 
waging its own combat independent from and 
against the bourgeois class, whereas before¬ 
hand it had stiU been caught up in the national 
bourgeois revolutions in Europe, or in the 
machine-breaking movements that had char¬ 
acterised the first stumbling steps of the work¬ 
ers’ movement. In this sense, it was the 
development of the proletariat as a class and 


the maturation of its consciousness which 
produced the Manifesto, ie the revolutionary 
programme of the proletariat, and not the 
other way around. It was the proletariat which 
won Marx to communism and not the genius 
of Marx which discovered the objective <£ 
communist society on behalf of the class. 

The method of historical materialism 

The affirmation in the opening paragraph that 
“ the history of all hitherto existing society is 
the history of class struggle ' makes the Com¬ 
munist Manifesto (as well as its immediate 
precursor, The Principles of Communism) the 
first detailed statement ofpositionof scientific 
communism and of the historical materialist 
method. Describing die different changes in 
the relationship between classes and the his¬ 
torical evolution from ancient society through 
feudalism to capitalism, marxism showed that 
“the modern bourgeoisie is itself the product of 
a long course of development, of a series of 
revolutions in the modes of production and 
exchange". Refraining from any abstract moral 
condemnation of the rise of capitalist exploi¬ 
tation, the text underlines the eminently revo¬ 
lutionary role of the bourgeoisie, which had 
swept aside all the old, narrow feudal forms of 
society and replaced them with the most 
dynamic and expansive mode of production 
ever seen; a mode of production which, by 
conquering and unifying the planet so rapidly, 
and by setting in motion such enormous pro¬ 
ductive forces, was laying the bases for a 
higher form of society which would finally be 
capable of doing away with class antagonisms. 

Equally devoid of subjectivism was the 
identification of the internal contradictions 
which would lead to the fell of capitalism; 
“For many a decade past, the history of 
industry and commerce is but the history of the 
revolt of modem productive forces against 
modern conditions of production, against the 
property relations that are the conditions for 
the existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule. 
It is enough to mention the commercial crises 
that by their periodic return put on trial, each 
time more threateningly, the existence of the 
entire bourgeois society. In these crises a great 
part not only of the existing products, but also 
of the previously created productiveforces are 
periodically destroyed. In these crises there 
breaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier 
epochs, would have seemed an absurdity - the 
epidemic of overproduction. Society suddenly 
finds itself put back into a state of momentary 
barbarism; it appears as if afamine, a uni ver¬ 
sa! war of devastation, had cut off the supply 
Of every means of subsistence; industry and 
commerce seem to be destroyed; and why? 
Because there is too much civilisation, too 


much means of subsistence, too much industry, 
too much commerce ”. 

The economic convulsions of world capital¬ 
ism over the past thirty years, the result of its 
mortal crisis of overproduction, were essen¬ 
tially forecast by the Communist Manifesto. 

“Not only has the bourgeoisie forged the 
weapons that bring death to itself; it has also 
called forth into existence the men who are to 
wield those weapons - the modern working 
class, the proletariat". Thus the Manifesto 
exposes the second fundamental contradiction 
leading to the overthrow of capitalist society: 
the contradiction between capital and labour. 
It shows why and how the proletariat is the first 
class in history to be at one and the same time 
an exploited class and a revolutionary class, 
the class whose historic task is abolish not 
simply bourgeois society but all class divi¬ 
sions, all social exploitation. 

Role and necessity of the party 

The Communist Manifesto is however much 
more than an expose of the theoretical concep¬ 
tions elaborated by Marx and Engels, and of 
the historical materialist method (which had 
already been put forward in previous works). 
It was above all the militant and collective 
expression of the proletariat, which was thereby 
arming itself with a political organisation and 
a programme. 

With regard to the principles that define the 
role of this political vanguard and its relation¬ 
ship with the proletariat as a whole, the broad 
lines laid down in the Manifesto have been 
richly confirmed and amplified by the subse¬ 
quent experience of the workers’ movement: 
“The communists have no interests separate 
and apart from those of the proletariat as a 
whole". 

In the national struggles of the proletarians 
of the different countries, they point out and 
bring to the front the common interests of the 
entire proletariat, independently of all nation¬ 
ality. In the various stages of development 
which the struggle of the working class against 
the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they 
always and everywhere represent the interests 

"The communists, therefore, are on the one 
hand, practically, the most advanced and 
resolute section of the working class parties of 
every country, that section which pushes for¬ 
ward all the others; on the other hand, theo¬ 
retically, they have over the great mass of the 
proletariat the advantage of clearly under¬ 
standing the line of march, the conditions, and 
the ultimate general results of the proletarian 

These formulae are the basis of the marxist 
conception of the role of the vanguard organi¬ 


sations of the working class. Rejecting any 
idea of a communist consciousness that comes 
from ‘outside’ the proletariat, marxism af¬ 
firmed from the start that it is from the 
proletariat as a class, from its position in 
bourgeois society and from its real movement, 
that there emanates the consciousness of the 
necessity for the communist revolution. It is 
thus the proletariat itself which gives rise to 
communist organisations and parties. The 
latter, however, are not simply reflections of 
this movement. They distinguish themselves 
through their determination and their grasp of 
the conditions and aims of the movement. 
They are an active and decisive factor in the 
proletariat’s accomplishment of its historical 
tasks. 

From the dictatorship of the proletariat 
to the withering away of the state 

The Manifesto predicts that the proletariat will 
be pushed towards revolution by growing 
economic misery and through a “more or less 
veiled civil war, raging within existing society, 
up to the point where that war breaks out into 
open revolution and where the violent over¬ 
throw of the bourgeoisie lays the foundation 
for the sway of the proletariat". Inevitably 
though, the details of the way in which the 
proletariat would overthrow die bourgeoisie 
remained vague at the time. This was a text 
written prior to the first open appearance of 
the class as an independent force, and here and 
there we can find in the Manifesto the idea that 
the proletariat could use bourgeois democracy 
to make itself the ruling class. It was necessary 
to wait, above all, for the experience of the 
Paris Commune of 1871, which demonstrated 
the necessity for the proletariat to create its 
own organs of political power and to destroy 
the bourgeois state rather than capture it, 
whether violently or ‘democratically'. In¬ 
deed, in Engels' later introduction to the 
Manifesto, this was the most important altera¬ 
tion that historical experience bad brought to 
the communist programme: 

“in view of the practical experience gained, 
first in the February revolution, and then, still 
more, in the Paris Commune, where the pro¬ 
letariat for the first time held political power 
for two whole months, this programme has in 
some details become antiquated. One thing 
especially was proved by the Commune, viz, 
that ‘the working class cannot simply lay hold 
of the read-made state machine and wield it for 
its own purposes’". 

But what remains valid in the Manifesto is 
the affirmation of the violent nature of the 
seizure of power and of the need for the 

Continued on page 7 
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for several years 
after that The failureofthis revolutionary wave, particu¬ 
larly in Germany in 1919-23, condemned the revolution 
in Russia to isolation and to a rapid degeneration. Stalin¬ 
ism was not the product of the Russian revolution, but its 

Europe, China. Cuba etc and were called socialist* or 
‘communist’ were just a particularly brutal form of the 

jor characteristic of the period of decadence. 

* Since the beginning of the 20th century , all wars are 

na. These wars bring nothing to human- 


these elections as a real choice for the exploited. ‘Democ¬ 
racy’, a particularly hypocritical form of the domination 
of the bourgeoisie, does not differ at root from other forms 
of capitalist dictatorship, such as f 




wards workers taking control of them for themselves, and 
at the same time to (haw out the revolutionary political 
goals of the proletariat’s combat. - 

OUR ACTIVITY 



OUR ORIGINS 


1864-72, the Socialist International, 1884-1914. the 
Communist International, 1919-28). the left fractions 
which detached themselves from the degenerating Third 
International in the years 1920-30, in particular the 
German. Dutch and Italian Lefts. 
















